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An application for a rule, by way of a mandamus, was 
made last Hilary Term, calling on certain justices in 
Warwickshire, to hear and adjudge an application of 
the Local Board of Health for Leamington. By the 
138rd section of the Public Health Act, 11 & 12 Vict. 
¢. 63, it is provided, that “‘no proceedings for the re- 
ref of a | yeasty incurred under the provisions of 

is Act sh had or taken by any person other than 
by a party aggrieved, or the Local Board of Health, in 
whose district the ce is committed.” It appeared 
that the pam ee Board of Health had appointed a 
superintendent of police to attend before the justices in 
these cases, but the latter had refused to recognise him 
as complainant. The justices said that the clerk of the 
Board was bound to appear in person, or by attorney, 
and under these circumstances the rule in question was 
applied for. The application was refused. In the course 
of the t e J. Cockburn said :—“* What more 
right has a police superintendent to represent the Board 
before the justices than any other person? Suppose an 
informant sends his servant to attend the hearing, could 
the justices not say they declined to acknowledge him ?” 
This decision is very important, and ought not to be lost 
sight of by practitioners in such cases. Under various 
Acts imposing summary penalties, and io sore d in 
London, it has become the practice of the police to ap- 
pear in the character of prosecutors and complainants. 
Another question arises which does not appear to have 
been mooted in the argument before the Queen’s Bench. 
It is enacted by the 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, s. 2, “ That no 
person shall act as an attorney or solicitor in any cause, 
matter, or suit, civil or criminal, to be tried, heard, or 
determined, before any justice or justices, unless such 

shall have been admitted as an attorney.” It is 
Firthe enacted, by the 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, s. 26, 








er 
“ That every person who acts as an ares or solicitor, 


con to the 6 & 7 Vict., c. 73, s. 2, s be deemed 
guilty of a contempt of the court in which the action, 
suit, cause, case, matter, or proceeding, in relation to 
which he so acts is brought, had, or taken, and may be 

unished accordingly ; and that he shall in addition 
Forfeit for every such offence £50, to be recovered with 
full costs of suit, by action, brought in the name of 
the Incorporated Law Society.” It is worth considering 
whether these provisions would or would not apply to 
the police, who take upon themselves the functions of 
attorneys. 


Lorp Curer Justice Cocksurn was attacked on 
_ Wednesday night with sudden illness, which proved of 
_ .80 serious a nature as to require his medical attendant 
to be promptly summoned. The Lord Chief Justice 
q aw on NWednesllay in the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
-’ Guildhall, at the hearing a case of alleged infringe- 

t, South v. The New River Ci Y; 
which not being concluded, was adjourned till Thurs- 
day morning, for the hearing of the defence. At the 
commencement of the business in the Court on that 
_ day, Mr. Justice Wightman informed the Court and 
_ jury that be yet ce oe to his sudden — the 
previous night, which, though serious, was not ing, 
would ie saalile to attend. The illness of the Lord 
Chief Justice, his lordship remarked, occurred at an 
exceedingly unfortunate time, inasmuch as that was the 
last day of the sittings after Hilary term, and the judges 
ought to be on circuit on Friday. 


A Yew da a noteworthy case came before 
17; ©: Khaheedey, on 6 motion mado in the long standidg 





cause of Pearce v. Brooke, to. restrain the West Indian 
Incumbered Estates Court from ing extensive 
estates in Jamaica, and dividing the 
under its Acts. The Vice-Chancellor said that “ 
application was, in fact, to prevent the Incumbered 
Estates’ Court from larg | out the provisions 
of the Act of Parliament. That court was a court 
of equity, like that in Ireland; and he‘ could not 
ive any special leave on the subject.” There can be no 
foubt of the correctness of these views, and we are glad 
to see that the Vice-Chancellor set his face against an 
attempt to nullify, in a great measure, Acts of Parlia- 
ment which provide great benefits to the public, and 
will, we are sure, very shortly, afford a large, profitable, 
and most legitimate field for professional labour. 


Tur House of Lords, last Monday, in the case of 
The New Brunswick be Canada i and — 
Company (Limited ) v. Conybeare, an rye from 
Court of Chancery (reported 8 W. RK. 231), decided- 
that Mr. Conybeare, who is a barrister, and — 
(with Mr. G. L. Russell) on his own behalf, could not be 
heard, and that he must either appear singly in person 
or wholly by counsel. 


Tue Vice-Chancellor Stuart took occasion yesterday 
to remark upon the inconvenience which results from 
the growing practice of setting down petitions before the 
evidence is ready. His Honour stated that he would ree 
quest the Lord Chancellor’s principal secretary to require 
an assurance in every case that the evidence was ready 
before the petition was answered. 


Tue Eighth General Meeting of the Law Amendment 
Society will be held on Monday next, March 3rd, at 
eight o'clock, when Mr. Edward Webster will read a 

per on “ The Bills to facilitate the Transfer of 
Pand, at present before the House of Lords.” 


Mr. E. W. Cox denies in Saturday's Law Times that 
Mr. Walter acted as his “agent or friend” in the 
recent ermnendinesy, NenenS in oe of boy 
ruptcy against the Law Newspaper ; 
pa 2 wishes it to be helieva | that Mr. Y alter was 
not in any sense his nominee, agent, or friend, as a share- 
holder in the company. We can only fox 3 that, knowing 
what we do, it is impossible for us to believe this. Mr. 
Walter’s entire procedure can only be ‘ee upon 
the supposition that he was throughout the agent or 
friend of Mr. Cox. But, fortunately, we do not rest 
upon any mere inference of this kind—although it is 
as conreneing as anything short of absolute certainty 


can be. 
Mr. Cox is also very angry with us for “attacking an 
editor by name.” We pal fin we have done — We 
do not recognise the disgraceful touting circular of 
December last as falling within the editorial province. 
Mr. Cox’s attempts to injure the position of this journal 
were instigated by the merest mercenary motives, and 
might, perhaps, have been excusable in a tradesman, but 
must not be allowed impunity and concealment under 
the “impersonal designation of the editor.” Under 
any circumstances Mr. Cox should not find fault with 
any person for referring to him as proprietor 
and editor of the Law Times, as some years ago 
he widely advertised the fact upon the occasion 
of his getting up a testimonial to himself “from 
the solicitors of England.” But we shall be well 
content, so long as he confines himself to his editorial 
rovince, never to name him again. We shall always, 
owever, reserve to ourselves the right of dealing with 
him as he deserves whenever he has the unfairness to 
act towards the branch of the which this 
journal represents, or towards the journal itself, in the 
manner in which he has conducted himself of late. 
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PARLIAMENTARY TITLE TO LAND. 


In considering the various schemes for facilitating the 
transfer of land which are now under the consideration 
of Parliament, it is necessary always to bear in mind 
the distinction between the two main objects contem- 
plated by them all. One is the obtainment of parlia- 
mentary or indefeasible title, and the other is to pro- 
vide economical and efficient machinery for giving ex- 
press notice of any incumbrances upon such title when 
obtained. These two desiderata are by no means 
identical or even necessarily connected; although no 
doubt in both Lord Westbury’s and Sir Hugh Cairns’* 
measures they are to be found in intimate combination. 
Lord Cranworth's bills, however, clearly mark the dis- 
tinction between the two questions; and we now pro- 

to point out in the most general manner the leading 
atures of these three different schemes—how far they 
agree, and how much they differ. Haying once done so 
we shall be in a better position on a future occasion to 
discuss their relative merits. For the present we shall 
confine ourselves for the most part to an outline of 
them all. 

In the first place, then, the three schemes all contem- 
plate in common an indefeasible title. Lord Westbury, 
and Lord Cranworth invoke for this purpose the aid of 
the Court of Chancery, with this difference only, that 
the present Lord Chancellor doesso in a less direct manner, 
and superadds to the existing establishment at Lincoln’s- 
inn some new ials—a registrar, and examiners of 
title.. Under this system the new Registrar would ap- 
pear to have something like that indefinite kind of juris- 
diction which the chief clerks to the equity judges now 
exercise. But, although all the ordinary work of 
investigation is to be done by this official, “ every 
question, doubt, or dispute” is to be referred to a judge 
of the court, by whom also the declaration of title is to 
be made. Lord Cranworth’s plan is simply to extend, 
or rather define more clearly, the jurisdiction which the 
Court now exercises in suits for specific performance. 
The original petition is to be accompanied by an abstract 
of title, upon which, if sufficient prima facie, the Court 
is to make an order for the investigation of the title as 
if he was a vendor and had filed his bill for the specific 
performance of an agreement to purchase the land in 
question, Instead of the Court of Chancery Sir Hugh 
Cairns proposes to constitute anew Court very similar 
to the Landed Estates Courtin Ireland. But with the 
exception of this feature, there is not much practical 
difference in the modus operandi suggested in these three 
schemes for obtaining a declaration of title, and there is 
still less (if any at all) in the thing itself when obtained. 
These observations are confined to the judicial declara- 
tion of title; and we do not at present advert to Lord 
Westbury’s ingenious plan for maturing a title up to the 
indefeasible quality by provisional registration and sub- 

uent lapse of time, which we reserve for notice here- 
after as it involves the consideration of both the 
questions which we have already mentioned. 

A cursory perusal of the bills now before us, will be 
sufficient to convince most practical lawyers that any 
of the plans suggested for obtaining a declaration of 
title must involve considerable risk and expense in all 
cases except those where the title is so clear and good that 
it requires noaid from any court. From the yery nature 
of the proceeding every step must be taken with abun- 
dant caution, and after the fullest notice to all who 
may pews be interested in it. It is not pro- 

to dispense with any of the precautions 
that are now usual in inyestigating title; the only 
difference will be that instead of having to sa- 
tisfy the requisitions of a purchaser who may some- 
times be satisfied in the absence of strict legal 
evidence, parties will have to meet every requirement 
of a technical system administered by an inflexible 


* Sir H. Cairns’ Bills have been introduced into the House of Lords 
by Lord Chelmsford this session. 
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official. It is evident enough, therefore, that where 
much doubt, difficulty, or complexity exists, there must 
be much risk of disappointment and expense in at- 
tempting to obtain (under any system whatever) an 
immediate declaration of title. We admit, however, 
that it would be highly desirable to have some means 
of saving the repeated investigations of the same title, 
and the comparative uncertainty which are involved in 
the present system, and that for this Jape a judicial 
declaration of title, or something of the same effect, 
appears to be necessary. But the doubt is, whether all 
the schemes now before Parliament do not, and from their 
nature are not compelled to exact too high a price for 
these advantages. After all the question is one of money. 
If the cost of one investigation by the Court is 
equal to the cost of repeated investigations by private 
individuals, there will perhaps be no real saving on 
this head. And upon the other hand—that of 
absolute certainty—it is proposed to attain this by ~ 
making the State the insurer of all declared titles, as to 
which we need only say that such insurance w. pre- 
bably be effected at a cheaper rate by a pias stock com- 
pany. Elsewhere in our columns will be found some 
useful observations of a learned contributor upon the 
character of the proceedings required by Lord West- 
bury’s bill for the obtainment of a judicial declaration 
of title. Our readers will judge for themselyes how 
far they are likely to insure economy as compared, with 
the present mode of conveyancing. On this point we 
entertain the greatest doubt, especially when we con- 
sider that not only the present system of private nego- 
tiation will be relinquished for something in the nature 
of litigious proceedings, but that every such proceeding 
about land situate in the most remote of the 
country must take place before a court in London, and 
will, therefore, of necessity, involve all the expense 
either of the attendance in London of open solicitors 
who may be supposed to be familiar with he file, or 
of town agents who also will have to make themselves 
soqapinte with it. 

Ve now turn to the second main object common to 
all these schemes. They all provide not only for a 
declaration of title, but also machinery for showing 
the state of the title subsequent to such declaration. 
Upon this head the provisions of the three schemes are 
widely different. Sir Hugh Cairns, by his second Act, 
enabled an owner. who had acquired title under his 
Landed Estates Act to be registered as proprietor of 
such land, and provision was made for the registration 
of subsequent incumbrances; and any purchases from 
him would take only subject to such incumbrances as 
appeared upon the register. Trustees were for the pur- 
pose of any registered dealing with such land to be 
deemed proprietors, No notice of any trust was to be 
entered upon the register; but a system of “ cautions” 
was provided which were to have the effect of preventi 
dealings with the land until notice had been serve 
upon the cautioner. 

Lord Westbury, on the other hand, proposes to 
record all the “existing estates, powers, and interests” 
in the land registered, and to enable every asd pea 
or claiming such interest in the land as w entitle 
him to object to any disposition thereof without his 
consent to lodge a caveat analogous to‘ the “ caution” 
provided in Sir Hugh Cairns’ scheme. There is a wide 
difference, however, between the two schemes. Whereas 
Sir Hugh Cairns’ provided only this uncertain protection 
for equities, Lord Westbury gives ape notice of them 
upon the title such as there would be in rid abstract 
now furnished to a purchaser. Under Sir 1 3 
scheme, no doubt, conveyancing would gradually be- 
come simpler, as probably it would not be the cus- 
tom to serve cautions as a matter of course; ard 
thus land would very frequently be dealt with behind 
the backs of those who were beneficially in ed in 
it; but, according to the Lord C ’s, bill, all 
those who would now be proper parties to ¢ deed of coné 
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veyance, will continue to be so. But both schemes, 
as we have already mentioned, provide not only for the 
absolute ascertainment of the state of the title when it 
comes before the Court, but also for a record of all the 
transactions by which the title may afterwards become 
affected. _ Every subsequent incumbrance is to be regis- 
tered, or else it will be without effect. We shall here- 
after have some obseryations to make upon the expense 
which such a scheme is likely to involve. At present, 
we desire only to lay before our readers the general effect 
of all the plans now before Parliament, and, therefore, 
proceed without further comment, to allude to Lord Cran- 
worth’s second (Security of Purchasers) bill. His plan 
is not to constitute any new or official machinery for the 
recordation of incumbrances, but to enable express 
notice of them to be given by means of a memorandum 
or memorial upon the title deeds, and thus compelling 
every person who creates an incumbrance to register 
it against himself.. This proposal is by no means new, 
but to our, minds it is not only more simple and 
economical than the public registration intended b 
Lord Westbury’s and Sir Hugh Cairns’ bills, but it 
is much more likely than they are to be complete! 
effectual for the security of persons dealing wit 
land ; and so far, therefore, Lord Cranworth's proposal 
has our hearty fas rg 

We shall hereafter have something to say about Lord 
Brougham's and Lord St. Leonards’ suggestions upon 
the same general subject. 


> 
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THE LORD CHANCELLOR’S LUNACY BILL. 


Seldom, for the povew of remedying a great and 
notorious evil in the administration of justice, has a 





journal the satisfaction of announcing so full a coin- 


cidence between its recorded opinions and the legisla- 
tive views of the Government, as that to which we may 
draw our readers’ attention to-day, on the subject of 
the proper bounds of inquiry in lunacy. Under that 
title, commenting a month ago on the ease which has 
moyed the Lord Chancellor to bring in his bill, we 
pointed out, while observing that in insanity — 
ings the same general rules of evidence ought to be 
observed as on other trials, how the vice lay in the 
entire system upon which the law, in its present state, 
allowed the petitioners to conduct their case. In allu- 
sion to the subtle learning of certain experts that ena- 
bles them on a short notice to arrange a theory of mad- 
ness on any given facts, be they but a little eccen- 
tric, we showed that a check must be put on the 
congenital theory in inquisitions. Not blaming the 
master, but considering the difficulties of his position, 
we suggested that commissions might ‘be directed to 
one of the judges of the superior courts of law or 
equity. For the issue of the commission we ventured 
to think medical depositions next to worthless, and 
maintained that the preliminary affidavits ought to con- 
tain evidence of specisie and recent facts, addressing 
themselves to men conversant with the ordinary affairs 
of life ; and that the inquiry should be directed to these 
facts. Finally, we inyited the early attention of Parlia- 
ment to the watter. ‘The bill itself is not yet printed ; 
but in his exposition of the measure, the Lord Chan- 
cellor proposes, in the first place, in cases of lunacy, “to 
substitute for the present commission a writ to one of 
the judges in Westminster Hall, directing these cases 
to be tried precisely in the same manner as any 
other question of fact or as a criminal question 
would be tried, according to the ordinary rules 
of evidence.” Jn the Meux inquiry it seems that the 
costs. were £6,941, and in Mrs. Cumming’s £2,500. 
Further, for the purpose of checking the investigation, 
“sometimes extending over a whole life,” the Lord 
Chancellor proposes to introduce a rule that “ any testi- 
mony given, in to the acts, conduet, and de- 
meanour of the alleged lunatic, shall not be carried back 





to more than two years before the date of the inquiry.” 
The intended alteration does not stop here. The Lord 
Chancellor expresses his opinion that the jury should 
only receive evidence by which ordinary men can arriye 
at the fact of the state of mind as they would arrive at 


any other alleged fact— such evidence as every man can 
understand; that, according to the principle of law, 
scientific evidence is admitted when t ject is re- 
moved from the ordinary sphere and know of com- 
mon men, and that, as regards the experts ves, 


their reasoning upon a subject of this kind is open to 
palpable objection as being insufficient altogether. 


ae 


SIR ARCHIBALD ALISON ON ENGLISH LAW. 

Sir Archibald Alison is not the most. interesting 
speaker in the world; but, wien iene it, he cer- 
tainly is sometimes very amusing. He holds the. 
as some of our readers may perhaps have heard, of 
Sheriff-Substitute of Lanarkshire, and in _ capa- 
city he lately delivered an address before the 
Juridical Society “On the instances in which the 
of England has been borrowed from that of Se 
land.” It is, of course, of considerable length, as all 
Archibald’s productions are, and, therefore, we 
do more than give our readers the merest outline of i 






However, as it contains but few facts, our readers will 
not lose much by the abridgement. He commences by 
a characteristic attempt at describing what he 
“ the science” of law. It embraces, he says, “ all the 
rights of the public, it considers all the duties and 
responsibilities of the marriage state, of and 
child, of tutor and pupil, of guardian and ward, as well 
as the whole transactions so rapidly multiplying wit 
the progressed wealth and the extension of co 
and all actions arising from them in ordinary life,” &e., 
&c. With this definition or description of the “ science,” 
or, as we should say, of the domain of law, it is not 
wonderful that our orator should fall into some miscon- 
ceptions of English jurisprudence. On the south side 
of the ‘Tweed there are some rights of individuals, if not 
of the public, as well as certain duties and responsibili- 
ties arising from the relations mentioned, with which our 
courts of justice have no conzern, and which we believe 
belong properly to the province of Ethics, or some 
cognate science. We doubt, moreover, whether even 
Scotch law embraces “ the whole transactions” of “ com- 
merce, and all actions arising from them in ordinary 
life.” But, in truth, the meaning of the Sheriff-Substi- 
stute in this web of words is not very clear, and. we 
must leave it to the ingenuity of our readers to dis- 
cover it. However, starting from the midst of the hage 
with which he thus surrounds himself in the opening if 
his address, Sir Archibald emerges in the teeetiteghie 
discovery that “ the two countries who have in modern 
times been most indebted to Roman law for the ascen- 
dency they have acquired over the jurisprudence of 
other countries, are England and France.” “The mer- 
éantile jurisprudence of England,” he says, “ is vee 
”Y 





to the Roman law for the celebrity it has 

the great sway it has had among maritime natic 
Considering that there is no country in Europe w is 
less indebted than England to the civil law, and that 
the mercantile law of England is, an edifice the 
late learned J. W. Smith remarks), erected by the mer- 
chant with comparatively little assistance either 1) 
the Courts or Legislature, we cannot congratulate Si 
Archibald upon the accuracy of his first proposition 
about English law, But this passage appears to be sur 
plusage, and perhaps he ought to be allowed to } 
ceed unquestion to his main object, wiih he 
thus describes: —“I will show that not 

the best parts of English law, as it now 
directly burrowed from the law of Scotland, but that 
the law of Scotland is still greatly in advance of the 
law of England, and that it will probably take half a 
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century, or a whole century, before the jurisprudence dl 
Westminster is brought up to a level with our own!” In 
ord of this cautious and moderate assertion about 
f a dozen instances are adduced, and these are mostly 

as amusing as Sir Archibald’s primordial definition, 
which we have already mentioned. He first refers to 
the tithe question, which he says was satisfactorily 
resolved by the Scottish Parliament, and by the “ de- 
creet-arbitral” of Charles I., two hundred years ago, by 
which tithes were “settled on so equitable a footing, 
that since that time their weig’ t has been wholly unfelt 
by the Scottish cultivators.” However this may be, 
this first instance adduced by Sir Archibald in support 
of his thesis, is an admirable specimen of his logic, inas- 
much as he forgets to show how much of the law of 
a a respecting tithes is borrowed from that of Scot- 
land. It is only a pretty case of lucus a non lucendo. 
The same remark applies to his second illustration— 
that of the poor laws of the two countries. After some 
declamatory and indefinite observations about the per- 
fection of the Scotch, and “the enormous abuses of the 
— poor law, he admits that there was “ frequent 
an vous injustice” in the former; but “for this the 
old Scottish Parliament,” he insists, was “ by no means 
chargeable.” As to the accusation of our indebtedness, 
the Sheriff-Substitute contents himself by the safe 
general observation that the present Government, in 
their attempts at reforming this department of our law, 
“are only following (sed heu quanto intervallo ?) the 
footsteps of the Scottish Legislature.” He does not 
charge us with having converted to our own use any of 
his country’s ancient statutes which regulated “ the 
right to beg,” or with having plagiarised the “ action 
of aliment,” and seems to forget that there never was a 
permanent fund for the relief of Scotch pauperism until 
the os aye Parliament provided one in 1845. Indeed, 
in neither of his two first instances does Sir Archibald 
“ condescend to particulars.” This, however, is of little 
importance, as he confesses himself that they are not 
very much in point. They are probably intended but as 
trumpet-flourishes to herald the pat | contention be- 
tween Habeas Corpus, and some Scotch Act which “ 160 
years ago provided an elaborate security against the 
continuance of imprisonment by any possible contri- 
vance iy, oe 140 days.” Sir Archibald insists that 
Habeas Corpus “ must yield the palm to the Scottish 
Act,” because “the English Act only gives the prisoner 
a right to insist that his trial shall be brought on at 
the next assizes, an event which may often be five or 
six months from the period of committal, and even then 
allows the prisoner to be remanded to the next assizes, 
if the prosecutor's witnesses are not ready to attend.” 
English lawyers will be amused with this account 
of the Palladium of our liberties. It does not look 
much like the statement of one who had ever taken 
the trouble to read the Act which he criticises, as its 
— first section enacts that the writ is “ returnable im- 
mediately,” and much more to an effect very different 
from Sir Archibald’s notion. However, we are not at 
present d with the question of the superiority of 
one system of law over the other, but with “the in- 
stances in which the law of England has been borrowed 
from that of Scotland ;” and although he adduces this as 
his third instance, he overlooks the fact that the English 
statute, if not potior in jure, is at least prior in tempore, 
seeing that it was 4.D. 1679, whereas the Scotch 
Act was not passed until a.p. 1701. Sir Archibald, 
however, goes on to glory (without telling us 
why) in the superiority of the Scotch system of 
9g defences and of —s (!); but he makes 
is boldest stand upon the law of insolvency, which he 
tells us, attained (by an Act of Sederunt, 1688), a 
happy perfection, “ originally devised by the wisdom, 
or sympathy with insolvents, of Julius Cesar.” But 
his heart's affection is set upon the Sheriffs’ Small Debts 
Court, in Scotland, and peculiarly upon that in the 
county of Lanark, in which the worthy orator himself 





dispenses summum jus. The body of Procurators Fiscal 
next present themselves for eulogy ; and England is 
asked to be ashamed of herself when she contemplates 
this “great institution.” Sir A. evidently forgets all 
that was said upon that subject at the Glasgow Social 
Science Congress, by persons whom even he will admit 
to be competent witnesses. But what he relies upon as 
“the most surprising matter of all, and what the English 
lawyers, accustomed to the multorum camelorum onus 
will appreciate, is the brevity of the Scotch Acts before 
the Union.” ‘In these three little volumes,” he says, 
“is to be found more of the spirit of real freedom, more 
wise resolution and practically beneficial legislation, 
better provisions for the liberty of the subject, and more 
equitable settlement of all the objects of the po 

y at this time, than is to be found in the whole 
forty quarto volumes of the statutes at large, and all 
the efforts of English freedom, from Magna Charta to 
the Reform Bill!” But admitting all this to be as Sir 
Archibald modestly puts it, is it not a droll instance 
of our imitation o tch law, which is the only point 
that at present concerns us. 

Sir Archibald is not satisfied with merely making 
us its debtors for all our theoretical reforms, but says 
that “the greatest improvements in our practice are 
still borrowed from Scotch Pr jo sdksamig! In proof of 
this, he adduces the Bills of Exchange Act, 1856, and 
the alteration in our law of bastard , requiring the 
woman to establish the case by a semiplona probatio, or 
corroborating proof; and here we must for once strike 
under, as Sir Archibald has us now upon the hip. We 
confess, without attempting to avoid our obligations, in 
respect of these particul ntum valeant. But 
we cannot agree with Sir A. that unless all the 
Acts passed by the Scotch Parliament during 
the 15th, 16th, and 17th centuries, are to be re- 
garded as the perfection of wisdom, then (as he 
expresses it) “‘ are the whole friends vf their country, 
and Great Britain, at fault, and wandering in 
dark at the present time;” “for,” he adds, “ almost 
the whole objects for the acquisition of which they pro- 
fess, with justice, such anxiety in England, ia the middle 
of the 19th century, were secured for Scotland by her 
native legislature, before the end of the 17th ;” with 
this quotation we must take leave of the worthy Baronet 
on this part of his subject. 

Weshall attempt to follow him for a moment, however, 
while he bewails the unhappy “ importation of Eng- 
lish Law” into Scotland, which has taken place. 
He admits two instances which he considers very 
disastrous. The first is the existing English rule of 
evidence which makes parties to a cause competent wit- 
nesses. Sir Archibald says :—‘ Decidedly the change 
has done more harm than good, and impressed strongly on 
my own mind the wisdom of the old Scotch law, founded 
on the metus perjurie.” He thinks that the new rule 
“cannot fail to have a very demoralising influence upon 
society,” and is but ‘‘likely to mislead in the decision 
of the cause.” The second instance of Scotch in- 
debtedness to us relates to the recent Mercantile Law 
Amendment Act, which introduced bills of sale into the 
Land o’ Cakes. In these the Sheriff-Substitute recog- 
nises only the utmost facility for the “ perpetration and 
effectual concealment” of fraud. If space had not long 
since failed us, with great deference to Sir Archibald, we 
could show two or three other little particulars in which 
there has been importation of our law into Scotland, 
and without any serious damage, either to Scotch juris- 
prudence or morals; but we must now content ourselves 
with congratulating the learned Baronet upon the 
“eurious fact” which he has mentioned, namely, that 
‘when Lucknow was taken, in 1858, the only i 
books that were found in the Royal Palace, were the 
Duke of Wellington's Field Orders, and my own work 
on Criminal Law.” We have never had the ad 


of meeting with the last-mentioned treatise, but if it 
equally amusing with the oration before us, we should 
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not be surprised if it became the fireside amusement not 
only of every eastern Nabob, but even the travelling 
companion of that restless multitude who now devour the 
| semen of the Railway Library. Sir Archibald’s ad- 
to the Juridical Society of Glasgow is, as the re- 
viewers say, as entertaining as it is useful. It is as well 
worth reading for its logic as for its law—a sermon 
worthy of the text—between which nothing but a Scotch 
marriage could effect a union. For us poor English law- 
ers, however, it is some consolation that after having 
n ruthlessly despoiled of Magna Charta and habeas 
s we may, in a century to come, be “up to a level” 
wi law. Peradventure, in 1962 we may have 
tiends instead of tithes, actions of aliment for payment of 
poors-rate, homologation for estoppel in pais, habit and 
for lawful marriage, and for the waiving of for- 
feitures Purging of irritancy. If we only had another 
Sir Archi ison to expound in his own luminous 
style the blessings of such a situation, then indeed 
might English lawyers say, “Now is the Millenium 
come.” 


bins 
—_ 


LAND TRANSFER SCHEMES, NO. II. 

We resume our observations upon the Land Transfer Schemes 
which are now before Parliament, and in commencing the con- 
sideration of Lord Westbury’s bill it is at least interesting, 
whether satisfactory or not, to learn from the Chancellor's own 
lips that he “ wants only to introduce alterations in the mode 
of perfecting and manifesting titles, to facilitate the disposition 
of estates, and to bring them as near as possible into a condi- 
tion of easy alienation, so that land may be dealt with with 
almost the same facility as ships or railway property, or shares 
iu public companies, or the enormous amount of wealth invested 
in Government securities.” It is perfectly true, as he stated a 
little before, that ‘‘ the original simplicity of the common law 
has become very complicated and intricate, entirely from the 
vast variety of interests called into existence, and which have 
now fastened themselves upon the land.” We do not quote or 
adopt the learned speaker’s lament that this state of things has 
arisen in the social history of this country, because we think 
that regret is idle, when there could have been no remedy and 
no prevention of the grievance. The owners of land have been 
virtually independent of the Crown and of lords paramount, 
ever since the latter end of the seventeenth century at the 
least, and for nearly two centuries have exercised an almost un- 
fettered discretion in creating an infinite variety of interests in 
it as desire or necessity created occasion—and we should have 
expected, a priori, if we had had to prophesy upon such a 
matter, that the landed property of the English people would 
naturally form the most ready and appropriate subject-matter 
for permanent or important dispositions, Further, we conceive 
that the problem which our jurists in Parliament have to deal 
with, is (as indeed they themselves have generally asserted in 
propounding their land transfer schemes), not to make any 
material changes in the doctrines of our jurisprudence, but to 
afford an easier, cheaper, simpler, and more speedy machinery 
for dealing with real property, and with the multitudinous in- 
terests in it, which are either recognized or possible under our 
rules and tenures—in other words, to facilitate the power of deal- 
ing with, and of creating afresh, ‘a vast variety of interests 
fastened upon the land.” No system of judigial conveyancing 
will be acceptable or even accepted which is the expression of 
any theory having for one of its objects the prevention or ob- 
struction of such dealings with land, and we think that land- 
owners will be content with the old grievances of verbosity, 
and expense, and delay, under the present system, if the new 
one is to carry with it, besides the release from these ills, the ap- 
plication in nearly every case of the abstract principles of judi- 
cial equity. The Lord Chancellor's statement of his intentions 








points clearly to the freeing of landed property from the pre- 
sent fettering machinery which is used in dealing with it. We 
shall be surprised ourselves, if, in the event of his bill becoming 
law, as it stands, he will not be found to have imposed fetters of a 
new kind, and so mnch the more disagreeable than the old ones, 
because, unlike those, they will not be even generally self-imposed. 
We do not forget that the application of the new system is to be 
optional, but we remember also that it may be applied at the 
instance of a mere freeholder, in case of a sale of incumbered 
property, and that if it is well received by the public, it will 
probably be insisted upon in conditions of sale; and we learn 
from the bill that when once an estate is on the register it can- 
not be taken off without the consent of every person appearing 
by the register to be interested in every estate or interest, use, 
trust, mortgage, charge, lien, right, or title granted, declared, 
arising, becoming vested, or in any manner created or coming 
into existence, in, to, upon, out of, or affecting such land, or 
any part thereof. Now, granting that the registration of estates is 
to be optional, it seems almost certain that a very large propor- 
tion indeed of those landowners who will apply the new 
system to their properties will do so with the hope and inten- 
tion of simplifying future dealings with those properties by ob- 
taining at once a parliamentary title. 

The registration without guarantee of title is not very in- 
telligible to us; but we presume that it is afforded to land- 
owners who, although they prove themselves to the satisfaction 
of the registrar owners of the fee simple for ten years con- 
tinuously and uninterruptedly next before the time of the appli- 
cation, do not beiieve that their titles are marketable, because 
they are only inchoate, and this inconclusive method of 
registration will not, we think, be much nor, indeed, 
at all sought after, where the mere private continuance of ad- 
verse possession or user will, of itself, ripen the growing title 
into an absolute property. Assuming, then, that the great 
majority of cases will be applications for parliamentary titles» 
let any one read and consider the 6th, 8th, 13th, and 17th 
sections of Lord Westbury’s Bill, with the view of deter- 
mining how many titles out of a kundred submitted to the 
Registrar will escape the infliction of a suit in Chancery. Do 
any of our readers remember any abstracts of titles which did 
not need requisitions—those requisitions would, ex hypothesi, 
ensue in the investigation of the titles of persons priméd facie 
sui juris,in other words, completely competent to sell and release 
all rights in consideration of certain moneys, The occasion for 
requisitions arose only upon sales, settlements, or charges. The 
parties insisting upon and resisting objections to titles were at 
liberty to make their own terms, and went to the Court upon 
specific performance suits at their own discretion ; but if a gentle- 
man applies to register a family property, or, indeed, any property 
of any value, small, moderate, or large, and “in making up 
the Record of Title any question shall arise as to the true con- 
struction; or legal validity, or effect of any deed, instrument, 
or will, or as to the persons entitled, or the extent or nature of 
the estate, right, or interest, power or authority of any person, 
or class of persons, or the mode in which any entry ought to 
be made in the Record of Title, or any doubtful or uncertain 
right or interest stated or dealt with by the Registrar, it shall 
be competent for the Registrar, or for any of the parties in- 
terested, to refer the same to a judge of the Court of Chancery. 
If on such reference the judge, having regard to the parties 
appearing before him, shall think proper to decide the question, 
he shall have power to do so, or to direct any proceedings at 
law or in equity to be instituted for that purpose, or at his 
discretion, and without deciding such question, to direct such 
particular form of entry to be made on the record of title as 
under the circumstances shall appear right.” And although we 
do not ignore the next section (the 18th), which enacts “that in 
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any case described in the preceding section, the Registrar may, 
at the request of the parties, or at his own discretion, refer in the 
Record of Title to the deed, will, or other instrument for the 
estates and interests of the parties, instead of setting out or 
describing the same,” we think that that is the only discretion 
which the parties interested would allow him, and that it is 
vnly a discretion to delay the Chancery suit until the next 
dealing for value with any part of the estate affected. By 
these two sections, the 17th and 18th, we apprehend that a 
very large proportion of the landed estates cases will be 
governed;"and we think we foresee, in nearly all the cases that 
will be so affected, either a suit in Chancery, or, at least, the 
judicial congnizance of every doubt and question which would, 
under the present system, have formed a well-contested or 
sensible requisition. We need only refer to the 119th section of 
the bill to convince our readers that the Registrars and judges in 
Chancery will be astute to weigh and consider carefully every 
claim and interest of all the parties interested (and these will 
include, apparently, everyone in sight, so to speak, of the title, 
vide s. 30), before they grant a parliamentary title under 
what may be called the ‘Chambers practice” of the new 
system, inasmuch as the granting of such a title will either 
debar: any remedy in rem upon the estate, at the instance of 
persons who may thereafter claim any interest or charge on 
the land in question in derogation of the estate conferred, and 
will leave them as their only remedy a suit in chancery by 
petition for compensation out of the Consolidated Fund; or the 
granting of such a title, if it does not so restrict the remedy of 
persons aggrieved, will entail the necessity of a suit under the 
119th and 126th sections, taken together, to set aside all the 
proceedings, and to ascertain the equities of all the parties in- 
terested in the estate, whether they claim through vendor or 
purchaser, or paramount to either or both. Every person in 
any way interested in any estate which is worked, through the 
non-litigatory part of the new system will either be bound or 
not bound. If he is bound, it will not be until his claim has 
been judicially considered and ascertained—if he is not bound, 
his remedy will be by suit in Chancery. Our impression is, 
that a scheme which threatens avery large per-centage of the 
non-litigatory cases brought before it with the burden, the 
delay, and the restraint of proceedings under the direction of 
a Chancery judge will not be palatable. Of course, the same 
danger of the Court getting hold of the estate will pertain to 
applications for non-guaranteed titles, and in that part of the 
proposed system which relates to the application to the Court 
for a certificate of title, and to the selling through the Court, 
the parties will have at once to part with their liberty of doing 
what.they like with their own. If any one answers these ob- 
jections by the retort that landowners are not obliged to go to the 
Landed Estates Court at all, and so may avoid what they fear, 
we rejoin, that if the proposed scheme is probably impolitic, 
it should not be received at all. The subject is of too great 
importance to be left to any jurist, however learned, to legislate 
upon as matter for experiment; and although we are not behind 
anyone in perceiving and in admitting fully the great diffi- 
culties which beset. a scheme that professes to ascertain at 
once and to record every legal and equitable interest present or 
future, contingent or vested, in every portion of every acre of 
land submitted to the operation of that scheme, still we do not 
forget. to consider soberly whether too much is not attempted, 
and whether what is suggested in change is not, from its un- 
certainty and its very liberality of promise, less acceptable on 
the whole than the ills we have. We think we understand the 
nature of the grievance from which the English nation desires 
relief in relation to the present machinery for dealing with 
land. Sir H. Cairns may be said to have done too little to 
satisfy public opinion, by confining his remedy to a definite 





and particular record of leg estates, and by declining i as- 
certain and to sanction and register beneficiary interests 
which were only equitable; but what that learned gentle- 
man proposed to do, in a scheme which at least was fortified by 
the example and experience of its prototype, the Irish In- 
cumbered Estates Court, may, after all, have been as much as 
could safely and satisfactorily be done by a public court of 
justice. Lord Westbury, by imitating Sir H. Cairns’ plan 
admits that, as far as it goes, it is worthy of adoption, Our 
readers may consider whether the work which hitherto has 
required special and laborious study, a liberal expenditare of 
time, the application of exact memory and of close reasoning; 
the reference to a host of authorities, and the consideration of 
many delicate analogies and recondite doctrines, can ever be done 
properly in an atmosphere which, as nearly as we can imagine 
it, will resemble that which pervades the public offices in 
Chancery-lane or that which reigns inside Judges’ chambers, 
If the Registrar and his staff of examiners and clerks are 
simply to conduct or to listen to the examination of deeds with 
abstracts of title and to receive and copy certificates of births, 
deaths, and marriages, the real work which has hitherto been 
laboriously and carefully done in private will have to be got 
through in the bustle of the court; but whatever the regula- 
tions adopted for the new practice may, be we fear it will not 
work, and we foresee litigation, delay, inconclusive and loose de- 
terminations binding claims, and equities which are none the less 
substantial and important, because they require for the proper 
elucidation of them an expenditure of time and reseatch 
which will not be possible in the press of public business; and 
if we desired to insult the sense and the honest regard of soli- 
citors for the true interests of their clients we need do no more 
than remark that in such a medley of evil opportunities the 
lawyers would fall upon a great harvest of disputes and ques- 
tions and doubts, out of which it would be virtually impossible 
to prevent a very lamentable amount of Chancery business 
from arising, and for which business no other scheme 
would, in all probability, so naturally afford the occasion. 
However, it is very possible that we have permitted our- 
selves, in the remarks which we have made, to give way 
to or even to conjure up imaginary evils; but having con- 
sidered the subject as we have done, we admit that we are 
bound to admire and to praise very highly if it prove success. 
ful a scheme which will, in that event, have effected so much 
more than what we at first sight believed to be within the 
grasp of any legislator. Lord Westbury has reserved to the 
Lord Chancellor the power of fixing a scale of costs in respect 
of any service rendered by solicitors in any matter which 
relates to the registration of title or of assurances, and such 
scale of costs, if so fixed, is to be based, as respects the 
registers of title, on an ad valorem principle. The same prin- 
ciple is impcratively applied to the payments which are to be 
made to the Registrar for business transacted by or before him. 
We have not space enough to consider fully on this occasion 
whether the probable advantages of these changes will or will 
not counterbalance the probable disadvantages of them. We 
can only draw the reader's attention to the subject, and remind: 
him that one of the most obvious considerations in dealing 
with the question is, that clients will, with such a 
method of proportional remuneration, be enabled for the first 
time to assess for themselves the cost of transactions in con- 
veyancing, and will probably be induced to enter much more 
readily upon dealings with landed property in circumstances 
under which, under the present system of payments by the 
length of documents, such dealings would be too expensive to 
be reasonable. The lawyers would probably obtain a smaller 
amount in fees for the work which is now paid for by length, 
but there would be a much larger number of transactions to 
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attend to, and it is not doubtfal, in our opinion, that the change 
is sensible, in the nature of it, and desirable, because it would 
probably be advantageous both to client and lawyer. 

Our readers had an opportunity of reading Lord Westbury’s 
bill in our last number, and it is therefure unnecessary to give 
any very particular epitome of the measure, section by section. 
We propose only to go through the bill in a general way, and 
to give such a general impression of the proposed pro- 
cedure as a perusal of the bill suggests to our own 
mind. What we have alseady said may be taken as our 
individual thesig upon the question, whether some parts, 
at any rate, of the bill satisfy the requirements and pro- 
positions of the preamble to it. The Act is to apply to 
England only; because, we suppose, Ireland is already happy 
and prosperous under the operation of the Landed Estates le- 
gislation, which is the prototype.of Lord Westbury’s bill, and 
because “ in. Scotland,” to quote from a lecture delivered in 
Glasgow to the Juridical Society there on the 22nd of January 
last by that amusing, though somewhat incomprehensible, 
gentleman, Sir Archibald Alison, “a variety of statutory 
enactments, too numerous to be quoted, particularly 1681, 
c. 18, and 1549, c. 16, have introduced, between 200 and 300 
years ago, a system of conveyancing, which, without being 
perfect, is yet so comparatively simple and secure, that no 
similar complaints (i.¢., similar to those made in pari materia 
here). have in the lapse of time been brought against it.” The 
Lord:Chancellor’s bill is divided into five “ Parts,” so called, to 
which are added a body of provisions relating to the Office of 
Land Registry, the Powers of the Court of Chancery, and Mis- 
cellaneous; and another body of provisions which are headed 
“ General Provisions;” and there is, finally, a “ Schedule” con- 
taining five forms of instruments, each most extraordinary in 
brevity, and simpleness of intention and idea, and chiefly in- 
teresting to us, under our present impressions, because they 
suggest. to us a state of things almost Arcadian, if we may use 
the term, a state of society in which A. B. and C. D. will buy 
and sell 1,000 acres of land, with houses, and woods, and 
roads, and mines, as they exist in nature visibly, and 
without. any idea of rent-charges, or portions of. unborn 
children, or covenants, or restrictions, or out-standing 
estates, or a hundred other things which seem to belong 
indelibly, to. any land title as it is. The first “Part” 
of the Bill under discussion deals with the Registration of real 
estate, and the title thereto, provides a scheme of this kind, 
Any person who is either the owner of the fee simple, or who 
has the power either of disposing of it, or of acquiring it, and 
even though he is only entitled to an equity of redemption, or 
to an equitable fee under a contract to purchase, may, without 
the authorization of the Court of Chancery (such authorization 
being itself, however, a separate and sufficient locus standi to 
any applicant), apply to have his landed estate put either 
upon the registry of indefeasible and guaranteed titles, or upon 
the registry of non-guaranteed titles which are, under certain 
fature conditions, to become indefeasible. No title is to be 
declared an indefeasible one which is not in the opinion of the 
Conrt of Chancery a valid marketable title—but a declaration 
may be made that it. is of this kind, subject to the ex- 
ception of outstanding rights. ‘The parties submitting their 
titles are to furnish the registrar with an exact description 
of the locus in quo; a statement of the perséns interested, 
or who may become interested in it, and of the nature of 
those interests; and a statement of incumbrances and of in- 
cumbrancers, if any. The registrar may require the verifi- 
cation of the “ parcels” by oath; he is to make local inquiries 
after he has settled the identity of the land with that men- 
tioned in the muniments of title submitted to him; and then 
he is to advertize his intention to register the property in a 








period of not less than three months, If no claim of interest 
is made, allowed, or pending at the time and place named 
for making objection to the registration, the registrar is to 
complete the registration by entering the particulars of his 
inquiry and decision in two if not three separate records, 
which are-—1, The Registry of Estates with a guarantee of 
title, and which is to contain simply what we now designate 
“the parcels,” and a map of them, if necessary; and such 
estate or parcels are to be referred under a certain number 
to the same number in the 2nd record, which is called 
“The Record. of Title to Lands on the Registry.” 2. 
This last-named Record is to contain in concise terms 
an exact record of existing estates, powers, and in- 
terests in the land registered in the Registry of Estates, and 
the names and descriptions of the persons or classes actually 
or potentially interested. ‘The entry is to be made under the 
nnmber belonging or appropriated to the estate in question in 
the Registry of Estates, 3. In a book entitled “ The Registry 
of, Mortgages and Incumbrances” is to be entered an account 
of incumbrances affecting the estate of any person named in 
the Record of Title. No person, except persons interested, 
is to inspect the register without the leave of the Court of 
Chancery. The Registrar is to have a certain discretion to ex- 
cept, and reserve, and define any outstanding claims or inte- 
rests, subject to which registration is made, and may refer to 
the deeds or documents of title for the interests of the persons 
concerned, instead of describing such interests. In other words, 
he may defer the litigation which we have deprecated above, 
though he cannot release the title from the burden of it at 
some time or other. We have quoted the 17th section already, 
and here we need only remind our readers that it provides for 
the referring of “ any question” which occurs in making up or 
continuing a title, to the Court of Chancery. 

The 20th section, which defines the nature and extent 
of the sanction conferred by a Parliamentary Title is 
very important, because it professes to deal with the 
main purpose of the whole scheme of the bill, and for this 
reason it will be all the more unsatisfactory if an inconsis- 
tency which suggests itself to us upon the construction of, this 
section, read together with the 119th section, does really 
exist. The purport of the former section is, that sub- 
ject to any conditions or reservations described in the Re- 
cord of Title, and to any incumbrances mentioned in the Re- 
gistry of Mortgages, the persons originally and from time to 
time named in the Record of Title shall, for the purposes of 
any sale, mortgage, or contract for valuable consideration by such 
persons respectively, be deemed to be as from the date of re- 
gistering, or from such time as may be fixed by the Registrarin the 
record, absolutely and indefeasibly possessed of and entitled to 
such estates, &c., as shall be defined in the Record, against all 
persons, and free from all rights, interests, claims and demands 
whatsoever, including any estate, claim, or interest of the 
Crown, In other words, the registration would not give vali- 
dity, upon* this section, to devisees or to grantees who are 
merely donees, or who even claim under a meritorious’ consi- 
deration, as wife and children would do under a settlement 
simply postnuptial. It will, therefore, according to this section, 
be useless to take an estate into the Registrar’s office for the 
mere purpose (and, we may remark, it would not be an 
improbable or unreasonable purpose) of ascertaining or de- 
termining that a landowner’s title is a valid and marketable one 
or for the purpose of meeting, assessing, combatting, and over- 
throwing, by means of the Registrar’s inquiries and decision, 
claims, which, in the landowner’s knowledge, are made by third 
persons upon and affecting his individual enjoyment or absolute, 
and independent ownership; or for the purpose of destroying 





at once inchoate rights by adverse possession or user. 
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These purposes would seem to be idle unless the landowner 
who makes them the motives of registering also intends 
to part with the estate, or to create some interest in it 
in favour of a purchaser, We must remember that the 
registering with a parliamentary title is always to be 
made subject to the effect of the amplest inquiry, and 
the fullest publicity of the landowner’s action and purpose 
before the Registrar, and is not to be effected until three months 
at least have expired, measured from the date of the adver- 
tisement. Now the 119th section deals with this non-litigatory 
registration; and with reference to the claim of some person 
who is proved thereafter to have an interest or charge upon the 
land in derogation of the estate conferred by the registration, 
enacts that such proof of interest shall not affect or prejudice 
the estate so conferred. The rationale of this enactment is 
that every one is to be bound, because every one will have had 
a fair opportunity of not being bound, if he is reasonably at- 
tentive to his local interests. Would not this section bind in 
favour of the devisee of a registered landowner? But is it not 
also probable that, upon the 20th section, it would be held that 
such devisee’s derivative title would be invalid against such a 
claimant as we are imagining? If this conflict of enactments 
does really exist, and we were to be put to choose the one or the 
other, we should prefer a clear indefeasibility of title, because 
that seems to be what a parliamentary title alone can give, and, 
indeed, to be the principal thing which men desire in creating 
such a system of conveyancing; and, moreover as the bill stands, 
the provision of the 119th section, giving injured claimants a 
right over against the Consolidated Fund, appears to be a 
method of relief in which no one can affirm that the fund 


offered for the ultimate indemnity of a prejudiced claimant is 
in any way unsatisfactory. a fe * 
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The Courts, 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius, before Mr. Justice BYLEs and a 
Common Jury.) 

Feb, 24.—Turner v. Sullivan and Others.—This was an 
action for libel. The plaintiff was a solicitor, carrying on 
business at 16, Waterlane, City, and the defendants were the 
ptoprietors of the Windsor and Eton Standard. The jury 
returned a verdict for the defendants Tyrrell and Sullivan; 
and for the plaintiff—Damages, one farthing, as against 
another defendrnt who had allowed judgment to go by default. 








COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FANE.) 


Feb. 21.—In re Elizabeth Willard Worman.—The bank- 
rupt is the widow of a solicitor, of Sloane-street, Chelsea. She 
recently applied to pass her examination and receive an order 
of discharge, Mr. Robertson Griffiths opposing for a Mrs. 
Haller, Mr. Linklater appearing for the bankrupt, and Mr. 
Pook for the assignees, 

It then appeared that the opposing creditor had brought an 
action of detinue and trover to recover some important papers 
in a Chancery suit. The sction was tried at the Bristol Assizes 
in 1860, when a verdict was given for £500 damages, the ver- 
dict to be reduced to Is. if defendant (the present bank- 
rupt) returned the papers. She, however, had neither re- 
turned the papers nor paid the £500 damages, but sought on 
her own petition the protection of this Court. The costs of the 
action were taxed at £95. 

The ComMIssIONER now gave the judgment of the Conrt, 
which was that the order of discharge should be suspended for 
three months, without protection. 

Mr. Griffiths applied for the dismissal of the bankrupt’s 
petition, without which, by the 182nd section of the Bankruptcy 
Law Consolidation Act, 1849, the opposing creditor would not 
be able to revert to her prior rights, and the withholding of pro- 
tection would in no way be beneficial to his client, the result 





of the provision being that in order for an opposing creditor to 
obtain a locus standi he must first prove his debt, and, having 
done so, the fruits of his opposition were practically denied 
him, for he was, by the enactment in question, prevented, even 
in a case where protection is withheld, from issuing execution. 

The CoMMISSIONER said he could not dismiss the petition as 
prayed. 

SPRING ASSIZES. 
NORTHERN CIRCUIT, 
APPLEBY. 

Mr. Justice Mellor opened the Commission in this town on 

the 21st ult. There were no causes set down for trial, 





CARLISLE. 
Mr. Justice Willes opened the Commission in this city on 
the 21st ult. There were only three causes entered for trial. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, February 21. 
Tue Cuancery Taxinc Masters in IRELAND. 

The Marquisof CLANRICARDE moved for a return of the pro- 
ceedings in the offices of the taxing masters of the Irish Court of 
Chancery ; and, in doing so, stated that, whilst he admitted that 
the death of one of thetaxiug masters might justify the appoint- 
ment of a third master temporarily, still, if the appointment of 
this third master was a permanent one, he could not designate 
it as anything but a gross job. The returns he asked for would 
show, by comparison with the business done in the English 
taxing offiee, that more than two masters were not required in 
Ireland. 

The return was ordered. 


Monday, February 24. 
Law oF Property. 

Lord Sr. Lzonarps’ laid on the table a bill for the improve- 
ment of the law of property. It contained a provision by which, 
when sequestration issued, under the bill of his noble and 
learned friend on the woolsack, against a beneficed clergyman, 
all the profits of the benefice, beyond n expenses and 
provision for a curate or incumbent, should be divided rateably 
among the creditors, There were also provisions to facilitate 
the execution of writs. He moved that it be read a first time. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Lord Sr. Leonarp’s also brought forward a bill for the 
better protection of purchasers of real estate, which he proposed, 
with their lordships’ consent, should be read a second time and 
then referred to the select committee which was to consider the 
other bills that had been introduced on the subject of titles to 
land. At present a purchaser must wait forty years before he 
could be sure of having a good iitle, because there might be 
some outstanding claim which nobody had ever heard of, or 
which had been quite foegotton, which might be brought against 
the title. His proposal was that possession for a F ae of 
twenty years should confer on a purchaser a good title, and 
that in the case of disabilities five years should be allowed 
after the disability ceased, in order to enable any claim to be 
made good. During the whole of the twenty years which was 
to give a purchaser a good title, an opportunity would be 
afforded to reversioners or on behal‘ of issue to obtain adeclara- 
tion of right. He moved that the bill be read a first time. 

The bill was read a first time. 


Thursday, February 27. 
Law oF Property. 
On the motion of St, Lzonarps, his bill for the amendment 
of the law property was read a second time. 


Tue Law or Lunacy. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR called attention to the lunacy law. 
It was evident the rules and procedure according to which such 
inquiries were conducted required revision and alteration. The 
noble lord then proceeded to give an historical sketch of the 
lunacy laws from the very earliest times. He was now about to 
invite their lordships to approve of further changes, so as to get 
rid of the flagrant objections to the existing system. In the first 

lace, he would substitute for the present inquiry before a 
Master a writ directed to one of the Judges of Westminster 
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Hall, and ordering 0 an issue in lunacy to be tried in precisely 
the same manner as any other issue. The effect of that would 
be to reduce the number of the jury to twelve in all cases.’ He 
proposed there should be analteration in the mode of taking 
the evidence, as well as in the evidence itself. The change 
proposed by him was that, subject to the discretion of the judge, 
the alleged lunatic should be seen by the judge and the jury 
before any evidence had been received. He next proposed to for- 
bid any testimony being given with respect to the acts, conduct, 
or demeanour of the lunatic extending back toa period of time 
more than two years previous to the date of the inquiry. Anether 
radical evil to be grappled with was the mode in which scientific 
evidence was ech such inquiries, He should, therefore, 
propose to alter that system of conducting inquiries of that 
kind. He proposed that in all cases of poor lunatics the Lord 
Chancellor should have the power to make a summary order 
upon proper evidence being produced, without the large ex- 
penses of ordinary inquiries. In the matter of criminal lunatics 
there was no proper provision with respect to the custody of 
their psrtp oy. This he also proposed to remedy, and also to 

e proper visitation of lunatics, every one of whom, 
be te coustdered, ough ought to be visited at all events, twice a year. 
The principal remaining provision of his plan would be with 
regard to the taking of evidence on lunacy inquiries, which, he 
pa should be in all cases given with a strict regard to the 


rules, 

aa" Sr. Lzonarps said he would give the proposition his 
best consideration, and also the other provisions of the bill, 

which seemed to him to be an extension of that of 1853. 
Lord CranwortH was inclined to concur in most of the 
peepegsions of his noble and learned friend on the woolsack, 
the exception of that in reference to the exclusion of 
medical testimony. ,He saw no reason why the Lords Jus- 
tices should not conduct the inquiry from first to last; but 
he saw _ great difficulty in limiting the nature and extent of the 


e ian CHANCELLOR, in reply, expressed his belief that 
it would not be fitting that the Lords Justices, who where the 
authors of an inquiry; should conduct it toa result. The 
noble lord concluded b Se the first reading of his bill, 
which was accordingly 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Tuesday, February 25. 
Accrpents Compensation BIxt. 
This bill was postponed to the 19th of March. 


Prosecutions EXPENSES. 


Sir G. Grey rose to ask leave to introduce a bill for the 
amendment of the Acts relating to the payment of the “pee 
of prosecutions. This measure was founded upon the 
of the commission of 1858, which recommended that a un “n 
scale of allowances to witnesses should be adhered to as pay- 
ments from the Treasury, but that in cases where special claims 
for further renumeration could be shown, the magistrates of the 
county might, subject to the approval of the Secretary of State, 
award an increased allowance. 

Leave was given to bring in the bill. 


CHANCERY PROCEDURE. 


Mr, Rout asked leave to introduce a bill to regulate the proce- 
dare of the Court of . His object was simply to make it 
imperative upon the Courts of Chancery to determine every ques- 
tion of law and fact mtg to enable them to administer the 
jurisdiction they possessed. There could be no question of the 
capacity of the Skane to decide u ve both the equity and the 
law of the cases that came before them. In courts of law ques- 
tions of equity frequently came before the judges, who were 
obliged to decide upon them. As regards the machinery for 
the decision of questions of fact, ples as evidence, j juries, &c., 
there could be no doubt that the courts of equity could com. 
mand the same means of determining questions of law as well 
as theordinary courts established for that purpose. He believed 

were no men more ready and willing, as well as more 
competent, to discharge those questions of law than our judges 
of the courts ofequity. He thought the measure which he pro- 


ee would fu @ very hry ae remedy to the evils of which 
bh lained. ‘The hon. and 
pss 


ed gentleman concluded by 

1 for leave to bring in his bill. 
ICITOR -GENERAL oy concurred in the views 
rl pcp by the hon. and learned gentleman. 
‘agreed with him int his estimate of the practical impor- 


lance of his panean'y measure, His noble and learned friend 
the Lord Chancellor had authorised him to state that his atten- 
tion had been directed to this very subject, and that he had it 
in contemplation to deal with it, as well as other questions 
connected with the proceedings in equity, in a bill which he 
proposed to introduce into the other house in the course of the 
present session. His noble friend, however, in stating his deter- 
mination upon those points, did not wish to throw any inne. 
ment in the way of his hon. and Jearned friend’s measure. 
(the Solicitor-General) thought the legislation which Sebo 
and learned friend proposed was not only useful for the purpose 
of getting rid of an objection to the exercise of that diseret: 
but also for cutting off a set of precedents, and thus 
the judges from the tethers which those precedents had im: 

Leave was then given, 


Wednesday, February 26. 
TRADE-MARKS BILL. 


Mr. Rorsuck moved the second reading of this bill, which 
he proposed should be afterwards referred to a select 
together with the measure of the government upon the same 
subiect. 
Mr. Morrarrt said he had no be gee to the second reading 
of the bill if it were understood that it was 
referred to a select committee pari passu with the ae A ‘x 
the Government, and that those members who assented to the 
~— — not to be considered to have pledged themselves to 
rinciple 
he bill was then read a second time, and was ordered to be 
referred to a select committee. 


Thursday February, 27. 
Coprricut in Works oF ART. 


The Soriciror- -GENERAL, in committee of the whole = 
moved for leave to bring in a bill on this subject. 
object of the measure was to give copyright in pining 
drawings and photographs. The copyright would last for 
and seven years afterwards, Another object of the bill was 
this: It was found that considerable traffic was carried'6n in 
> aoe pictures, which were palmed off upon the public — 
the names of artists of eminence, whose repu 
the same time that the public were imposed upon. It was ve 
posed to make that a positive , and to prohibit it 
under penalties. 

Leave was given to bring in the bill, which was subsequently 
read a first time. 





A return which on the motion of Mr. Caird has just been 
made to the House of Commons, describing the causes finally 
decided in the Court of Session in Scotland, in 1860, shows 
that some of them had been in dependence for sixteen, 
nineteen, twenty, twenty-four, and one for thirty-one years. 


The House of Commons has before it two Church-rate Bills 
besides Sir J. Trelawny’s for the abolition of this impost. toi 
is a bill introduced by Mr. Newdegate, for the commutation 
the rate by substituting for it a tax (to be collected with the 
county rate) of 2d. in the d on the rateable in all 
parishes in which there has been a church-rate 
seven years, except where it ft has within that period been three 


Ee 


times successively refused upon a poll; this “ church 
charge” to be deducted by the tenant from t, but where 
he holds land under lease binding him to pay mr poe and 
dues, the landlord may add it on again to the next year’s rent. 


If the funds raised are more than are needed, the surplus is to 
be invested by the governors of Queen Anne's bonnty, to be 
ready for extraordinary repairs, rebuilding, or en’ t of 
the church, but if this accumulation and voluntary 
render a church-rate no longer necessary in the opinion of the 

overnors, it is to cease. The other bill, Mr. Alcock’s, provides 
or the voluntary redemption of the liability of a or dis- 
trict to church-rates, if any persons will secure to the Charity 
Commissioners, in Consols or rentcharge on freehold lands, a 
yearly sum sufficient in the judgment of the Commissioners for 
the payment of the expenses properly ae se out of charch- 
rates, they are to declare that no arb x; bee shall thenceforth 
be raised there. 


Hapeas Corpus to Cotonses.—The Duke of Ne 
has brought before the House of Lords a bill 


future no writ of habeas corpus shall issue Hen ghd into 
any colony where there is a lawfully established conrt of jus- 


tice authorized to issue such writs. 


Ll 
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Pending Measures of Hegislation. 
Lorp Cranwortn’s DECLARATION OF TITLE BILL. 

1. Parties claiming to be entitled to land in possession for 
an estate of fee simple, either absolutely or subject to any in- 
cumbrances, may petition Court of Chancery for declaration of 
title. 
2. Petition to set forth particulars affecting title, and to be 
accompanied by abstract. ; 

, oe Application not to affect copyhold tenure or rights of 

4, Two or more persons interested may jointly petition. 

5. Court may, on hearing of petition, make order for investi- 
gation of petitioner's title, as upon decree for specific perform- 
ance. 


6. If Court not satisfied that title is such as unwilling pur- 
chaser should accept, then petition to be dismissed, but peti- 
tioner may appeal. 

7. When investigation is satisfactory Court may order that 
on some day, not less than six months frpm date of order, a 
declaration shall be made, unless, in meantime, cause is shown 
to the contrary. 

8. Order not to be made until security for costs is given. 

9. Before order is made petitioner to file affidavit that all. 
deeds and documents have been produced. 

10. Notice of order to be advertised in newspapers. 

11. Court may, any time before proposed declaration of title, 
hear petition against such declaration. 

12. On hearing of petition Court may qualify or refuse de- 
claration of title. 

13. Court may reserve rights of persons under lost or de- 
stroyed deeds. 

14, Where Court sees no reason for refusal, declaration of 
title to be made, 

15, Appeal may be made to Court of Appeal within six 
months after declaration. 

16. Parties may appeal to House of Lords. 
ware of title as approved by House of Lords to 

18. Where Court refuses title, petitioner may a) to Court 
of Appeal and House of Lords. peat 

19. Declaration of title not to be set aside for irregularity or 
informality. 

20. Certificate of Court to be given to varty obtaining final 
declaration of title. 

21. Production of deeds before sealing of certificate, to be 
cancelled or marked for purpose of showing that declaration of 

title has been made as to the lands therein comprised. 

22. Declaration of title shall, in favour of purchaser for 
value, be deemed to have correctly declared as to land therein 
referred to, 

PP Court may make separate declarations or certificates of 

e. 

24. Court may cancel original certificate, and give certifi- 
<a ae of land comprised in cancelled certifi- 


25. If certificate of title is lost a duplicate may be issued. 

26. Declaration of title not to affect land tax, succession 
duty, tithe rent charge, quit rents, charges under draining or 
improving Acts, rights of way and other easements, rights of 
fishing, and franchises and leases or agreements for any term 
not exceeding twenty-one years, where there is occupation under 


same, 

27. After declaration of title has become final, the Court may 
hear petition for its or variation; but no proceeding in 
such petition to affect title of previous purchaser for value. 

28. Until such last-mentioned petition is disposed of, the 
Court may restrain dealings with land except in the hands of 
purchaser for value. fe 

29. Proceedings on petition liable to right of appeal. 

30. Court to award costs. 

$1. Parties affected by alienation of land entitled to compen- 
sation from alienor. 

$2. Provision as to obtaining consent and examination of 
married women. 

33. Provision for other persons under disability. 

34, Proceedings not to abate by death, &c. 

35. Power to Lord Chancellor, &c. to make rules and orders. 

36. Lord Chancellor to a) t conveyancing counsel of the 
Court of Chancery exclusively to Act under this Act. 

37, Lord Chancellor may int additional clerks. 


38. Amount of fees to be fixed so as to cover additional 
es. 
39. Rules and orders to be laid before Parliament. 





40. Lord Chancellor to provide a seal for sealing certificates 
and appoint an officer of the court to sign same. 

41. Penalty on suppression of deeds and evidence. 

42. Penalty on fraudulent alterations, &c. 

43. No person guilty of fraud in enabling any person to 
obtain a declaration of title, and afterwards acquiring the land 
or any interest therein through the person in whose favour de- 
claration made, to be deemed purchaser for value. 

44, Conviction not to affect civil remedy. 

45. Enactment of penalty not to exclude obligation to make 
discovery. 

46. Construction of terms. 

47, Extent of Act, and short title. 





Lorp CrRaNwortn’s SEcuRITY oF PuRcHAsERS Bit. 


Preamble recites that it is expedient to enable purchasers 
to ascertain with certainty what deeds or instruments affect the 
land purchased. 

Sect. 1. Purchaser of lands, &c. (except in cases after men- 
tioned) to cause a memorial of deed or instrument creating his 
title to be endorsed on those creating the title of vendor. 

2. Production of title deed for endorsement to be — a 

3. Every person — any estate or interest by 
settlement for value, made after passing of Act, to be deemed 
purchaser for valuc. No person claiming under the same deed 
or instrument shall be entitled to cause a second memorial to 
be endorsed. 

4. No deed not memorialized to be effectual against a pur- 
chaser for value unless recited or referred to in deeds, 

5, Act not to apply to copyholds, land, and leases under 
twenty-one years; or (6) lis pendens. 

7. Act not to compel any person to permit endorsement of 
deed executed before this Act comes into force. 

8. Holder of deed when Act passes not compelled to produce 
it for endorsement unless he is party to deed, a m 
whereof is sought to be endorsed. 

9. Title of purchaser not to be affected on account of in- 
ability (for reason aforesaid) to endorse memorial. _ 

10. Where title depends on several deeds, memorial need be 
endorsed on one only, provided that on every other deed refer- 
ence is made to such endorsement on one. 

11. Mistakes in memorial may be corrected by supplemental 
memorial. 

12, If from want of space or other cause memorial cannot 
be endorsed on deed, it may be written separately, but referred 
to on deed. 

13. On petition, Court of Chancery to settle disputed ques- 
tions as to right to endorse memorial or any other matter aris- 
ing under the Act. 

14. Parties aggrieved by decision may appeal to Court of 
A 4 

Pet ord Chancellor, &c., may make rules respecting memo- 
rials, deeds, &c. 


16, Rules in schedule to be adopted until others are made by ‘ 


Lord Chancellor, &c. 
17. General rules to be laid before Parliament. 
18. Punishment for forging, &c. memorial. 
19. Extent of Act. Short title. 


Note.—The schedule contains the rules to be observed in 
carrying the Act into effect, until other rules shall be made by 
the Lord Chancellor. They are classed under three heads, the 
first of which contains provisions as to the contents of the me- 
morial. The second points out the deeds or instruments on 
which the memorial is to be endorsed, and is as follows:— 

1, Whenever the deed or instrument whereof a memorial is 
sought to be endorsed is a deed or instrument executed by a 
person who has obtained a certificate of title under the decla- 
ration of Title to Land Act, 1862, then the endorsement shall 
be made on such certificate. 

2. Whenever the deed or instrument whereof a memorial is 
sought to be endorsed is a deed or instrument executed by a 
person claiming title as an immediate purchaser under some 
prior deed or instrument, or claiming to exercise a power con- 
ferred by some prior deed or instrument, then the endorsement 
shall be made on such prior deed or instrument. 

3. Whenever the deed or instrument a memorial whereof is 
sought to be endorsed is a deed or instrument executed by a 
person et ing title as heir or as devisee or donee of a power 

” ‘ of a : yore 
person, or as assi y operation w of some per- 
son, then the saleonnent shall 
strument manifesting the title of the deceased or other person 
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by whose heir, devisee, donee of a power, personal representa- 
tive, or assignee, the title of the person secking to make the 
endorsement sball have been created. 

4. In any case not hereinbefore provided for, or in which it 
may be pron he inconvenient to act on the rules —_ 
the Court ery may, upon a petition presented under 
this Act, determine on what deed or instrument the endorse- 
ment shall be made, taking care that the same be a deed or 
instrument essential to the manifestation of the title to the 
lands therein comprised. 

The third division of these general rules relates to the 
methods for obtaining production of deeds under the Act. 


Trape Marks. 
__ The following are the leading provisions of the bill brought 
in by Mr. Roebuck and Mr. Hadfield :— 

2. Whosoever, with intent to defraud, or to enable another 
or others to defraud any person, shall forge or counterfeit, or 
procure or cause to be forged or counterfeited, any trade mark, 
or shall make or procure or cause to be made any imitation of 
a trade mark, so resembling such trade mark as to be likely to 
deceive, or shall apply or procure or cause to be applied, any 
trade mark, whether the same be a i trade mark or not, 
to any chattel or article not being the manufacture, workman- 
ship, or merchandize denoted or intended to be de- 
noted by such trade mark, or to any case, cover, wrapper, 
cask, bottle, reel, stopper, or Nee in, on, or with which 
any chattel or article shall be in to be or shall be sold, 

or uttered or exposed for sale or for any purpose of trade, shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanour. 

3. er, with intent to defraud, or to enable another 
or others to defraud any person, shall sell, or utter or expose 
for sale or for any purpose of trade, any chattel or article, to- 
ath forged or counterfeited trade mark, or an 

t tion to or alteration of a trade mark, or wi 
any imitation of a trade mark so resembling such trade mark 
as to be likely to deceive, or with any trade mark, whether the 
same be a genuine trade mark or not, which shall have been 
applied without lawful authority or excuse (the proof whereof 

lie on the party accused), and whether such trade mark 
or imitation be in, on, or about any case, cover, wrapper, cask, 
bottle, reel, stopper, or other thing in, on, or with which such 
chattel or article shall be sold, or uttered or exposed for sale or 
Oe coo eee of a misdemeanour. 

4. Every offence hereinbefore declared to be a misdemeanour 
may be prosecuted in a summary manner, instead of being 
made the subject of indictment as a misdemeanour; but if so 
prosecuted, such offence shall, on a first conviction under this 
Act, be punishable by a ty only not exceeding £20, to be 
levied by distress upon the goods and chattels of the offender; 
and on a second or any subsequent conviction under this 
Act, a penalty not exceeding £40, to be levied as aforefaid, 
or imprisonment for a term not exceeding three calendar 
months: all penalties shall be paid to the prosecutor. 


SS 
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Recent Decisions. 


EQUITY. 
Practice —TRaNsMission - INTEREST — SUPPLEMENTAL 
ILL. 

Dobson v. Faithwaite, L. J.,10 W. R. 183; Freeman v. Penning- 
ton, L. J. 10 W. R. 184; Noble v. Stow, M. R., 10 W. R. 
188, 

Upon the death of 2 sole plaintiff after decree (in a suit in- 
stituted by one of several tenants for life of real estate against 
their trustees), where the executors of the plaintiff refused to 
revive, the Court made an order that one of the other tenants 
for life might revive and carry on the suit without filing a sup- 
plemental bill, although she was not a party to the suit. 

In Freeman v. Penni the 8 ge decided nee 
where, after decree, a d mortgages hi’ interest in t! 
Ree subsequently an order is made on further considera- 
tion, without making the mortgagees parties, such mortgagees 
may be brought before the Court without a supplemental bill, 

Ta Noble v. Stow Sir John Romilly, M.R., decided that 
where a suit becomes defective, after decree, by the transmis- 
sion of the whole of the plaintiffs interest, a defendant cannot 
obtain an order to revive and carry on the suit as plaintiff un- 
less he had given notice to the person who stands in the place 
‘of the original plaintiff, and who is entitled to revive, and he 


has neglected to do so. 














REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING. 


EXONERATION OF Mortcacep Estatrs.—Locke K1nG's 
Act, 17 & 18 Vicr. oc, 113. 
Allen v. Allen, M. R., 10 W, R. 261. 

Mr. Locke King’s Act, 17 & 18 Vict. c. 113, contains only 
a single section, although it has made a very important 
in the relative liabilities of the real and representa- 
tives of a deceased debtor. Prior to that Act, the heir or de- 
visee of a mortgagor could call upon the executor of his 
cestor or testator to discharge the mortgage debt out of the 
sonal assets. That rule of law, however, has 
Mr. Locke King’s Act, with t to persons 
any will made since the 1st of January, 1855, and 
estate is, in the absence of a declaration to the 
testator, the fund primarily liable to the debt. The 
raised in the present case was whether the testatrix had 
ciently shown an intention to exonerate certain estates. 

A. B. devised two farms which had been 
mortgage of £1,600 to trustees upon certain trusts, and 
gave the residue of her real estate (including by name 
farm, which was subject to a mortgage of £4,000 not 
by the testatrix), and also all the residue of her 
to A. and B. equally as tenants in common; 


i 


F 


cit 


t 

i 

rH 

rf] 

i 

1H 
[rel 
bLsetege 


sonal estate, and she charged all her said residuary estate with 
the payment of the same 
decided that the word 


intention on the of the testatrix that the specifically de- 
= estates should not bear the burden of the mortgage upon 
them. 

In Woolstencroft v. Woolstencroft, 9 W. R. 42, the testator 
directed that “all his debts should be paid by his executors out 
of his estate.” It was held by the Lord Chancellor that the 
clause we have cited did not sufficiently indicate an intention 
on the part of the testator to exonerate his realty which had 
been mortgaged by him, Also in Pembroke v. Friend, 1 Joh, 
& H. 132, a direction that a testator’s debts should be 
without stating by whom, was held by Vice-Chancellor 
not sufficient to charge primarily the personalty. But in Stone v. 
Parker, 8 W. R. 722, where a testator directed that his trustees 
should hold his residuary, real, and personal estate, “ subject, 
the first place, to the payment of his debts,” &c., the rule 
Woolstencroft v. Woolstencroft was not followed. In Smith 
Smith, 10 Ir. Ch. R. 89, a charge of the testator’s debts 
legacies on his residuary personal estate was held sufficient to 
neutralise the woreda eee mae Inthe 
case, therefore, his Honour had little hesitation in the 
word debts as comprising under it mortgage debts; Townsend 
v. Mostyn, 26 Beav.72. Mr, Locke King’s Act has not affected 
the necessity of using distinct words for the purpose of making 
an exoneration of the personal estate from. the pa 
debts, as between the real estate expressly charged with 
payment of debts and the personal estate. Its only 
as already stated by us, to invert the old rule asto the 
liability of the personalty of a deceased mo: in 
to the payment of such mortgage debt, The will 
commentary on that Act, ante, vol. 5, p. 333. 


g 
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COMMON LAW. ss 
Costs ORDERED BY Sxzssions, HOW Exrorcep—~Must BE 
TAXED DURING SESSIONS. 
Ea parte Watkins, Q, B., 10 W. R. 249, 


appeals which have been awarded at courts of quarter sessions, is 
an outlying branch of the law which does not in practice very 
frequently come under discussion, as these matters commonly 
pass without much observation between the parties and the 
officer of the court, and almost as a matter of course. 
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the subject is The Queen v. Long, 1 Q, B. 740, which was an 

application for a mandamus calling on one of the metropolitan 
police magistrates to receive an information of the above kind 
and issue a warrant of distress thereon; an application which 
he had refused tu entertain on the ground that the costs in 
question had been taxed, and an order made, for payment of 
the amount by the recorder of a borough, after the session at 
which the appeal had been heard had terminated. The ques- 
tion was thus raised for the determination of the Queen's 
Bench—and there fully discussed—whether it was competent for 
a récorder to leave the amount of costs to be taxed by the 
clerk of the peace after the sessions had terminated, and on 
such taxation being made to give his approval of the same, 
and to authorise the issue of the certificate of the court re- 
ferfed to in 4 & 5 Will. 4. c. 76,822. In support of the 
affirmative of this question, it was urged tliat the recorder 
is the sole judge of the borough court, »nd may lay down such 
practice as he chooses with regard to the taxation of costs. 
Bat the Court of Queen’s Bench pointed out in answer to 
this, that the recorder’s authority as judge altogether depends 
on the powers given to him in the Municipal Corporation 
Act (5 & 6 Will. 4, ¢. 76); and that though he has power 
to do all things necessary for exercising his jurisdiction as 
fully as the courts of quarter sessions for counties, he has not 
more extensive powers than they have; and that the authority 
of.the justices, as a court of quarter sessions, ceases altogether 
when the sessions have terminated, from which it follows that 
an order for costs made after that time isa judgment given 
without a court. 

It was in reliance on this ruling, that the present application 
was made. Here an order for costs of an appeal against an order 
of affiliation had been made by the magistrates at county ses- 
sions in deciding in favour of the respondent, but the taxation 
did not take place until after the sessions had expired. If this 
had been all, the authority of Reg. v. Long would have been 
conclusive against the validity of the order; but here, it 

that the applicant by his attorney had attended at the 
taxation, and made no objection atthe time, This the Queen's 
Bench considered to be fatal to his applic ation, as he had, by 
attending the taxation and not objecting, waived his right. 

It may be remarked that though the machinery for recover- 
ing the amount of costs ordered to be paid by sessions—viz., 
by information before justices and warrant of distress thereon— 
is confined to appeal, and: similar cases, where the costs ordered 
have to be paid by one private party to another. But with 
regard.to the costs and expenses of the prosecutor and witnesses 
in criminal cases, the order for the payment of these is made 
on the treasurer of the county or borough; and in case of his 
refusal, it seems that the proper remedy is by indicting him for 
disobeying the order of the Court (see Reg. v. Jeyes, 3 A. & E. 
416). But though the mode of enforcing the payment of costs 
ordered at sessions thus varies in different cases, the important 

ple established by Reg.v. Long seems to be quite general 
in its application—viz., that the amount of costs ordered to be 
paid cannot in any case be ascertained after the sessions have 
terminated. 





CRIMINAL LAW. 
Vexve 1n Inpictaent—24 & 25 Vict, c. 96, s. 114, 
Reg v. Stanbury, C. C. R., 10 W. R. 236. 

This caso affords a singular example of the difficulty which 
attends the task of the draughtsman of an Act of Parliament, 
and how almost impossible it is for the most skilful hand to 
gather into the provision before-hand every conceivable case to 
which it ought to apply. And yet, asevents turn out, the one case 
he happens to omit may be that which actually occurs in prac- 
tice. a it is the general rule of law, and a very reasonable 
on, that a man must be tried for a criminal offence in that 
county in which his offence has been committed. But to this 
rule there are # variety of exceptions made by statute for the 
sake of public convenience, and among these the recent Larceny 
Act (24 & 25 Vict. c. 96 s. 114) contains a provision that if 
property be stolen or feloniously taken iu one part of the United 
Kingdom and the thief afterwards have it in his possession 
in. any. other part of the United Kingdom, he may be 
dealt. with for larceny or theft in that part where he 
shall so have such property, as if he had actually stolen 
or. feloniously taken it there. But, unfortunately, this 
provision does not (as it easily might) include the case of a 
man who; having obtained by jfulse pretences property in one 
part. of the kingdom, is afterwards found with it in his posses- 
sion in, another part. There is no distinction in principle 
between the two cases, nor any reason why the person who has 








so obtained goods should not be tried either in the one place or 
the other. But as the offence of obtaining goods by false pre- 
tences is not felonious, but a misdemeanour only, the case does 
not come within the provision above referred to. Accordingly, 
in the present case, where a man obtained some sheep in Mid. 
dlesex and they were found in his possession in Essex in which 
county he was tried, the conviction was quashed. He may, 
however, still be punished by preferring a fresh indictment in 
Middlesex. For the first indictment being substantially erro- 
neous, the prisoner was never legally in jeopardy under it, and 
therefore, will not be in a position to plead autrefois eonvict, 


ConvICTION FOR A MISDEMEANOUR ON AN INDICTMENT 
CHARGING A FeLonious OrrencE—24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, 


8. 57. 

Reg. v. Bain, C. C. R., 10 W. R. 236. 

Among the provisions in the recent Larceny Act, referred to 
in the last case, there are a group of clauses as to the crimes of 
burglary and housebreaking (ss. 52—59) which are chiefly 
taken and adapted from the 7 Will. 4 and 1 Vict. c, 86, and. 14 & 
15 Vict, ¢. 19. One of these offences, however—that, namely, 
created by s. 57—is new, and enacts that it shall be a felony to 
break and enter any dwelling-house, church, chapel, meeting- 
house, or other place of divine worship, or any building within 
the curtilage, school-house, shop, warehouse, or country house 
with intent to commit any felony therein. On this provision 
the present case arose. It appeared that the prisoner was dis- 
turbed before he had succeeded in effecting an entrance on the 
premises in question; and he was, therefore, not within the 
above provision on which the indictment on which he was tried. 
was framed. But the jury were told by the chairman of the 
sessions that on this indictment they might find, the prisoner 
guilty of a misdemennour in attempting to. commit 
the felonious offence of entering the premises with intent 
to steal therein. This is, by the effect of another enactment, 
14 & 15 Vict. c. 100, s. 9, which is still. in force; and 
that if on the trial of any person charged with felony or mis- 
demeanor, it shall sppear to the jury that the defendant did not 
complete the offence, but was guilty only of an. attempt. to 
commit the same, he shall not by reason thereof be entitled to 
be acquitted, but the jury may find that he is not guilty of the 
felony or misdemeanour charged, but. is guilty of an attempt to 
commit the same; whereupon he shall be punished in the same 
manner as if he had been indicted for the attempt. The only 
question was whether this provision could be called in aid in 
reference to an indictment for a felony which was created by a 
statute of later date. The case was not argued on either side; 
but the Court of Criminal Appeal affirmed the conviction. 


> 
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Correspondence. 


Tur “ Law Times” anp 1Ts Reviews. 

I wish to call attention to the extraordinary manner in 
which the Law Times reviews the books that are amongst the 
proprictor’s speculative ventures published at his office. 

In common with hundreds of country attorneys I am a 
resident in a town where there is no district court of bank- 
ruptcy; and, accordingly, the general practice in bankruptcy 
does not receive from me a very minute study. But I am in- 
terested (as hundreds of others are) in knowing how far the 
new bankruptcy law is applicable to the county courts, 

Now, in reviewing the first volame of Doria and Macrae’s 
Bankruptcy (Crockford), the Law Times said “a very useful 
chapter has been introduced on the practice of bankruptcy in 
the county courts,” Reading that, I spent 15s. to procure 
the book in order to get this “ very useful” chapter, 
what have I got ? There are exactly fourteen pages ag 
devoted to county court practice. Of these one and a half 
pages do not specially apply to county courts; about three and 
a half pages more are ee up by a bald list of sections, and 
by some of the sections of the Act of 1861 in ertenso ; four 
Pp more are occupied by Mr. Nichol’s suggestions given 
bodily without the slightest connecting link between what 
precedes and what succeeds them; and another page is taken 
up by headings and spaces, ‘Thus there are, as nearly a8 pos- 
sible four pages to constitute the very useful chapter spoken of 
by F tre! touting and puffing contemporary. 

ut this is not the worst. At the third page of this chapter 
occur these mistakes :— 

1, It is said a county court petition mnst be ppt “by 
the usual affidavit ;” wheres there is a special affidavit pro- 
vided by the rules. 
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2, It is said, “‘ the petition must in every case be founded 
upon an act of bankruptcy and a debt;” whereas the petition 
is itself an act of bankruptcy, and as only the bankrupt can 
petition the county court, it is difficult to know how he can 
owe himself a debt. 

3. It is said, that the _ law as to petitioning creditor’s 
debt, acts of trading, and acts of bankruptcy are applicable to 
county courts; whereas none of these matters can ever come 
in question in those courts, where creditors cannot petition, 
where traders and non-traders can alike petition, and where 
the only possible petition is itself an act of bankruptcy. 

Having myself thus been misled by the review in the Law 
Times, I deem it right to warn others, that they may not, like 
myself, spend 15s. to get a book said to contain information 
useful to county court practitioners, but which, for that pur- 
pose, is utterly worthless. 

To those who want information on the subject alluded to, I 
may be permitted very strongly to recommend Mr. Stroud’s 
exceedingly able “County Court Practice in Bankruptcy,” 
(Butterworth), and which you lately so clearly and ably re- 
viewed. It certainly deserves “the unqualified praise” you 
awarded it, and is, to use your words, “evidently the careful 

roduction of a sound lawyer and skilful writer.” Moreover 
it has the excellent quality of costing only 5s. 6d. 
A Soticiror. 


£~ 
— 


Scotland. 


Mr. Francis Russell (W.S.) has been appointed sheriff depute 
of Roxburghshire, Mr. Stair Andrew Agnew, advocate, is 
appointed private secretary to the Lord Advocate. 

Mr. Frederick Lewis Maitland Heriot, advocate, has been 
appointed Sheriff of Forfar, in the room of Mr, Alexander 
Stuart Logan, deceased. 
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Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


AUSTRIA. 

At a recent sitting of the House of Deputies, the all-im- 

portant subject of the sworn jury for the press, as a sensible 

imi to its being introduced at a later period into all the 
other cases, was brought before the Chambers. The difference 
consisted merely in the time. 

Zyblikiewicz, a deputy, gave the following illustrations of 
the administration of justice in Austria. A poor man, accused 
of poaching, was brought before the judge. Being, or assuming 
to be, dumb, it excited the latter’s suspicion, and corporal pun- 
ishment was at once resorted to to untie his rebellious tongue. 
When this did not answer heated iron was repeatedly applied 
to his chest. A complaint was made, and the wretch was 
tried, but he was acquitted by pe court of appeal, and 
received merely a disciplinary punishment of transferment to 
another district. His second illustration was, if not as shocking, 
certainly not less villanous, the inculpated party not being a 
lesser personage than the highest state attorney at Cracow. 
Being a passionate gambler, this fine pattern of state lawyers 
soon ruined himself, descending afterwards to the lowest degree 
of bribery, taking money from the very criminals against 
whom he was to plead on rey a of the Crown. He-was, 
however, allowed to retain his office until relieved from it at 
his own request. 

Another deputy stated that the Government could not give 
itself a poorer testimonial than to state that it could not reckon 
on an impartial jury, appointed by a political chief, and re- 
duced from 36 to 12. It remains to be seen whether the 
accused have a better opinion of the judges. The judges of 
Austria would benefit most by the juries, inasmuch as they are 
often placed in a cross-fire between the highest authorities and 

blic opinion, uncertain which direction te follow. Juries, 

wever, were more or less independent, capable of following 
the dictates of their own hearts, 





NEW SOUTH WALES. 
Lanp TRaNsFER AND REGISTRATION. 


A Bill for introducing the system of transferring property 
in land by regi of title pumsd the. Comal ted te 
before the ative Assembly, as also a Bill for giving Parlia- 





. Both B 
into the House of Commons 


Cairns, or rather on the Report of the Registrati 
sioners, 1857, which is generally lh ects, ag 
work of the late lamented Mr. W. D. Lewis. 
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mentary titles to existing properties 
on those introduced 
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party in the Assembly is in favour of the A 
tralian Real Property Act as drawn by Mr. T 
and leave has been obtained to introduce it, but the 


ment measure will probably be carried. 
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Rebliews. 


The Maritime Rights and Obligations of Belligerents, as 
between Themselves, their Allies, and Neutrals, as recognized 
by English Maritime Courts. With the decision of Sir 
William Scott in the case of the Maria, By Cuan.es J.J. 
Hannay, Esq., of the Inner Temple. Amer, Lincoln’s Inn 
Gateway, 1862. 

This is a very interesting, and, for its size, a very compre- 
hensive manual. Although containing only 72 pages it com- 
prises ten chapters, which traverse the entire 
region of maritime public law. The first chapter treats of 
blockade, and distinctly enumerates the conditions to which a 
blockade must conform. The second chapter relates to con- 
traband of war. The author does not touch the point raised by 
the capture of Messrs. Mason and Slidell. Whatever opinion 
writers on international law may have pon. 
the right of a ae to seize persons under the circum- 
stances under which Messrs. Mason and Slidell were seized, it 
would appear that text writers have always intended to apply 
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the phrase “ contraband of war ” to commodities tees 

to persons. The third chapter discusses 

neutral territory. The rule which limits jurisdictional 

to the range of cannon shot, as 
Gebroeders, 3 C. Rob. 336, is stated with a 
mentary in this chapter. The fourth chapter treats of the 
right of visitation and search. The fifth 
trade with the enemy. The sixth enters on 
and extensive question of the trading 
during war. The seventh relates to 
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relates to 
the author treats of the Paris Manifesto of 1856. 
chapter the author discusses the q 
rize,” in reference to which he states the change made by the 
aris Treaty, in respect to privateering. The 
chapter treats of the question “ how to d whether a 
is good prize or not,” and gives the judgment in the case of 
The Schacht v. Otter, 9 Moo, P. C. C. 156—8. 
manual contains an excellent summary of belligerent 
at sea. The author has executed his task well, and 
manual will, we think, be found to be a very useful 
book on the branch of law on whieh it treats. 
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The History of Shorthand Writing. Br Marruias 
Shorthand Writer. Triibner& Co. London, 1862. 
The merits and demerits of the various systems of 

hand which have been invented in this country, are here 

discussed. Mr. Levy writes not only for the benefit of 
fessed shorthand writers, but of amateurs in the To 
general public that eo — book — - oe 

origin of reporting in Parli t will pi y 

He has also endeavoured to discover 
raring the. pobaiy 
Shakespeare, by showing 

some of the latter were published from the notes of 

hand writer, taken during the performance of the 

These, and other discussions of a similar character, 

book a literary value. The author, it appears, uses 

system professionally, and he has prefixed to his work a plate, 

containing the alphabet of Taylor, with a few modifications, 

which are the result of experience. It rpm onan that 
an intelligent youth might, by the aid of the with the 
accompanying two pages of explanation, and by constant 

tice, in no great length of become a good 

writer. Mr. Levy’s design, however, in this book has not been 

to teach the art, but mainly to write its history. But we think 

a small book. by the author, full instructions to the 

learner, with an additional plate or two, to show how to com- 

bine the letters of Taylor’s alphabet, would really be a boon to 
the amateur. 


FEEEE? if 3 


itt 


aa 
RE 


h 





326 


MR. DIGBY 


THE SOLICILORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


SEYMOUR AND THE MIDDLE TEMPLE. | 


The following judgment was affixed to the great screen in | 


Middle Temple Hall—tbe ordinary means of publishing noti- 
fications addressed to the members of the Inn—on Saturday 
last. Copies of it were also, we are informed, sent to the 
other Inns of Court :— 

The Masters of the Bench have carefully considered the 
voluminous evidence and documents which have been brought 
before them, and have come to the conclusion that the charges 
in the cases of * Parker,” “Coutts,” and “Robertson,” respectively, 
are not proved, and that the charge as ta proposal to hold 
briefs tor an attorney, in liquidation of his costs payable by 
you, is proved. 

The facts and circumstances which are disclosed fully 
satisfy the Masters of the Bench of the necessity for this in- 
quiry and they regret to add that they cannot accompany 
their intimation to you of their decision on the three charges 
first named with any declaration that your conduct is not 
liable to censure; on the contrary, they have the painful duty 
o per form of stating to you that they find much worthy of 
severe condemnation, even on the most favourable construction 
of your actions; that, in Parker's case, on your own statement 
of your conduct, evidence appears of a want of open dealing to- 
wards and of concealment from Mr. Parker. Mr. Parker's agree- 
ment with you, on your own version of it, was inconsistent 
with your substitution of your credit for the money you 
undertook to add to hisown, and with the use of his money 
for any purpose unconnected with the printing scheme. The 
breach of your A ge oes in these two respects was not com- 
municated to Mr. Parker, whose consent alone could have 
justified the course to which you actually resorted. 

The Masters of the Bench are also under the painful 
necessity of declaring their opinion that the settlement of Mr. 
Parker's action, while the charges of fraud included in it were 
in the opinion of the Bench, not only not withdrawn, but were 
strongly re-asserted, as it was conduct calculated to destroy 

acter by exciting suspicions that charges which were not 
boldy. met could not be gainsaid, was an arrangement to which 
@,right-minded man, even in the hour of heavy pecuniary dis- 
tress, would not have submitted, 

They are compelled to add that no solid ground presents 
itself on the evidence in justification of the affidavit which 
was made by you for the purpose of postponing the trial of the 
action in question. 

With respect to Captain Robertson’s case there is found in 
your statements at various times, in relation to that case, a 
want of consistency which indicates some recklessness of asser- 
tion, Your assertion, so often repeated, that you had gene- 
rously taken upon yourself very large liabilities which did not 
in any way belong to you, as you assert yourself to have been 
totally unconnected with and innocent of the transaction 
termed ‘‘ rigging the market,” is at variance with the state- 
ment in your letter to Mr. Lefroy, that the debt was as much 
Captain Robertson’s as your own, ‘lhe Masters of the Bench 
are unable to reconcile an act which, according to your version 
of it, would have been one of romantic generosity and self- 
devotion (scarcely consistent with your duties to others and 
with the reasonable claims of justice), with other portions of 
the evidence, and with the ordinary presumptions which arise 
from your conduct as disclosed throughout those painful trans- 
actions. 

The fourth charge relates to a matter of a different cha- 
racter. The Masters of the Bench are glad to find that it is 
not justified by you; but the grounds on which you attempted 
to palliate your conduct are not satisfactory to them. Your 
proposal wasone most improper from a barrister to an attorney, 
and invited a breach of duty on the part of the attorney; a 
client would never be likely to suspect that his attorney, from 
secret motives of interest, was selecting an advocate for him 
whom otherwise he might not have chosen. It is conduct, there- 
fore, promoting deception, and likely to generate suspicion 
where confidenve should prevail. If such a practice were tole- 
rated, it would lower the character and honour of both branches 
of the profession, and would be injurious to the public, not 
only by reason of such debasement, but also by its tendency to 
introduce into or maintain in the practice of their professiou, 
men more distinguished by the pliancy of their principles than 
by'the gifts of nature improved by an industrious and honest 
pursuit of eminence by honourable means. 


Mr. Digby Seymour has addressed the following letter to the 
Times. 








Sir —The benchers of the Middle ‘Temple are pursuing to 
the last the same course they adopted towards me from the first. 

They have ‘‘screened” and published their “judgment,” 
but they have thought proper to suppress MY PROTEST, 

I appeal to you to supply this significant omission, and 
request you will publish the documents I enclose, 

‘There are other grave matters between myself and the Bench, 
not detailed in this protest, which the publication of the 
whole proceedings will reveal to the eyes of the profession 
and the public. 

I say of “the whole proceedings,” because the printed. re- 
port furnished to me is not complete. 

It does not contain all. the “‘ evidence’ and “ proceedings” 
of the tenth meeting. 

It does not contain the whole of the documentary evidence 
put in by myself or my counsel, Mr. Lush, Q.C. 

It does not contain the names of the benchers who voted 
for or against the various portions of this “ judgment.” 

This is no longer a case for any half-publicity, Iam now, 
by the very act of the benchers themselves, entitled, to have 
what I demand—the whole truth made known, ungarbled.and 
unabridged.—I have the honour to be, Sir, 

Your obedient servant, 
Wittiam DigBy SEYMOUR, 

2, Dr. Johnson’s-buildings, Temple, E.C. Feb. 24. 

P.S. To obviate the possibility of any mis-apprehension, I 
ought to add that when I offered for inspection by my interro- 
gator at Southampton, “the printed evidence of everything 
which took place,” I, of course, meant the printed evidence so 
far as it had been supplied to me. 


The following is the protest referred to by Mr. Seymour in 

the preceding letter:— 
2, Dr. Johnson’s-buildings, Temple, E. C., 
Feb. 3, 1862. 
The Hon. the Treasurer and Masters of the Bench of the 
Middle Temple. 

Gentlemen,—Now that I have had an opportunity of 
perusing the observations which have been embodied with your 
decision, and of a copy of which I have to acknowledge the 
receipt, I cannot refrain from expressing my astonishment at 
their severity and injustice. 

[After commenting at length upon the cases of Mr. Parker 
and Captain Robertson referred to in the judgment of the 
benchers, Mr. Seymour proceeds as follows:—] 

You have held fifteen meetings, and in no single instance 
has your Parliament been composed a second time of the same 
members as any previous Parliament. In point of fact, there- 
fore, I have been tried before fifteen different tribunals. 

Your numbers have been equally irregular, varying from a 
maximum of eighteen to a minimum of seven, 

One of your number first attended at the fifth meeting, one 
first at the sixth, two at the ninth, two at the tenth, and one 
at the thirteenth! 

The following is an analysis of the attendance of all the 
Bencli:—Two attended fifteen meetings, two attended fourteen, 
one attended twelve, two attended eleven, one attended. ten, 
two attended nine, two attended eight, two attended seven, three 
attended six, two attended five, one attended four, two attended: 
three, two attended two, and two attended one. 

Here is certainly a remarkable disregard both of the spirit and. 
letter of the wise rule of the society which requires the attends 
ance of the same members of every adjourned hearing of an 
inquiry into an accusation against a barrister. 

I have no right to penetrate the secrets of your chamber, but 
I confess I should like to know how many of those who heard 
the evidence of Mr. Parker and his witnesses took part, and if 
so, what part, in framing or supporting the observations made 
with reference to that case. 

I appeal to those members of the Bench who were present 
at the third meeting whether the mode in which the evidence 


-of Mr. Parker especially was given did, not strongly impress 


their minds with the impossibility of seoiously regarding it. 

The perusal, more or less careful, of printed evidence (even 
were it of the most accurate character).can never supply the 
place of opinions derived from the hearing of the witnesses 
themselves; and I cannot help feeling that 1 have been hardly 
dealt with if members of the Bench who have only formed 
their conclusion upon the printed reports, intermixed and 
coufused as the various cases are, have joined in reflections 
which, I firmly believe, would not have been made,, or would 
have been greatly modified, had they attended the inquiry with. 
greater regularity. 
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It may of course be said that my attention was called to this 
rule, and that I onght on subsequent occasions to have made 
objections on the ground of its non-observance; but my atten- 
tion was not called to this rule till so late as the ninth meeting, 
though it ought to have been mentioned on the second, and 
it is obvious that it would, at that time, have placed me in a 
most invidious attitude to have appealed to this rule with refer- 
enc: to any bencher I might have objected to. I could not, 
mo eover, for moment have anticipated that members of the 
Beuch who hid not heard the evidence as to any particular 
case would have suggested observations, or even joined in a 
judgment, with reference to that case, of the fairness of which 
they were not, from this very circumstance, in a proper position 
to decide. 

On this ground, as well as those I have before specified, I 
beg to enter iny solemn protest against that part of your judg- 
ment which ¢ontains the observations of which I complain, and 
which I rejoice to know have not received the unanimous 
approval of the Bench; and I request that this letter may be 
recorded alemg with the judgment. 

I have the honour to be, gentlernen, yonr obedient servant, 

Wm. Dicsy SEYMour. 

P.S, The foregoing letter was written before I went down 
to address my constituents at Southampton on Tuesday even- 
ing last. The meeting was fixed for 8 o’clock. I arrived. at 
the terminus at 20 minutes to 8. I was then, for the first 
time, informed that the walls of the town were posted, and the 
people, as they went to the meeting, were being liberally sup- 
plied, with a handbill of which I beg to inclose a copy. 

I ask the Bench whether the peculiar wording of these four 
qsestions, and that so as to convey the most unfavourable con- 
struction, does not evidence the hand of some one who has 
been acting on information derived not very far from their 
parliament clhamber. 

This, how:ver, is not all. A prominent member of the Tory 
party in Soutshampton has been going from place to place ex- 
hibiting a written document, giving in minnte detail the result 
of the votin;y in your chamber on the various charges, the 
numbers for :2 verdict of “ Not guilty,” or of “ Not proved,” &c. 

Whence hiis this person been furnished with this information? 
By, what right, and by whom, are facts made known to him 
which have not been communicated to me ? 

The answer is one I respectfully leave the Bench to supply. 

Feb. 6. Wm. Diepy Seymour. 


Se 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Assistant SECRETARY. 


In consequence of the large increase of business of the Society 
under the recent Attorneys’ and Solicitors’ Act, the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society wish to engage an experienced 
solicitor as assistant secretary, whose age does not exceed forty. 

The duties of the assistant secretary will be to attend the 
meetings of the council and committees; to conduct, subject 
to the advice and directions of the council, and the supervision 
of the secretary, all applications to the court, and also all pro- 
secutions under the Attorneys’ and Solicitors’ Act ; to watch 
the proceedings upon all bills in Parliament affecting the inte- 
rests of the profession ; to prepare (under the superintendence 
of the secretary) reports thereon for the council froin week to 


Whien required by the council or the secretary to prepare, 
for the use of the council, reports upon the weekly correspon- 
dence with the secretary on analagous matters which have 
pfeviously been under the consideration of the council; to 
render to the secretary all assistance required by him in the 
transaction of the general business of the registrar of attorney s 
and solicitors and of the council; and to transact and to attend 
to any other business connected with the society that the 
council and secretary may think right to confide to him. 

The assistant’ secretary will be expected to devote his whole 
time to the affairs of the society, and not to practise on his 
own account. 

The salary will be £400 per annum. 

Applications, with testimonials, to be sent to the Secretary, 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery Lane, on or before Tuesday, the 
25th day of March, 1862. 

Candidates are requested to state their names, addresses, and 

‘ “é 


Farther, information as to the duties of assistant secretary 
be obtained: from Mr. Mangham, at the Law Society’s 
Hall; between the hours of 10 and 1, except on Thursdays. 





Law Students’ Fournal. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED. LAW, 
SOCIETY, 1861-62. 
Mr. Freeman Ontver Haynes, on Conveyancing, Mon- 
day, March 3. 
Mr. Winn1am Murray, on Common Law and: Mercantile 
Law, Friday, March 7. 


— 
Aniversity Entelligence. 
, Oxrorp.—The Regius Professor of Civil Law (Dr, 
gius Pr Cates 


will commence a course of lectures on the Roman A 
in the hall of University College, on Monday, Mareh 3) at 1 
o'clock. 


& 
> 


Births, Marriages and Weaths. 
BIRTHS. 

LAMOND—On Feb. 22, at Edinburgh, the wife of William Laniond, Esq. 
Advocate, of a daughter. \ 

REED—On Feb. 22, at Balham-hill, Surrey, the wife of Theophilus Hay- 
thorne, Reed, Esq.. Solicitor, of a son. 

ROWDEN—On Feb, 23, at Hampstead, the wife of Francis Rowden, Esq , 
Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

SMITH—On Feb, 23, at 12, Park-place Villas, Maida-hill, the wife of 
William Henry Smith, Esq., of a daughter. 

WILSON—On Feb. 26, at 82, Queen’s-road, Everton, Liverpool, the wife of 
J. Birbeck Wilson, +, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES, 

JARVIS—CRANK—On Feb. 22, Harriet, daughter of the late Stephen 
Jarvis, Esq., of the Prerogative-office, Doctors’-commons, to W. H. 
Crank, Esq., C.E. 

PREST—PAPILLON—On Feb, 20, Edward Brent Prest, Esq., - 
at-Law, to Margaret Anne Pelham, daughter of Thomas Pupilion, Esq. 
of Crowhurst-park. : 





DEATHS, 


BROWN—On Feb. 18, at 3, Leighton T park west, Me 
Rosa Twynam, the RoR ry re Reg Rag mae 
Mitre-court-chambers, Temple, aged nine weeks. 

—_—_4——_ 


London Gazettes, 


Gaindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, Feb, 21, 1862. 
Liurrep in Bankruptcy. ‘ 

Landed Investment Company (Limited) Piper ey J } 
on March 21, at 1, at Basinghall-st, to make a call once 
for #3 por share, in adattion to the call of IUh. pat oaied I 

Tuxrspay, Feb. 25, 1862. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 

State Fire Insurance Company.—Vice-Chancellor Wood 
William Henry McCreight, 3, South-sq. Gray’s-inn, 
Official Manager of this company. 

Defender Fire and Life Insurance Company.—The Master of the Rolls has 


appointed William Turquand, 16 Tokenkouse-yard, London, Accountant, 
Official Manager of this company. 


hag appointed 
Accountant, 


Lunrep in Bankauprcr. 

Plumstead, Woolwich, and Charlton Consumers Pure Water 
(Limited).—Commissioner Goulburn has ted March 12, at 
March 20, at 12.30, at Basinghall-st, to settle the list of contributories of 
this company. 

Professional and General Loan and Discount Company (Limited).— Peti- 
tion presented for winding-up will be heard before Commissioner Evans, 
at Basinghall-st, on Marclt 6, at 10.30. 


Sssignments for Benet of Creditors. 
Fripay, Feb, 21, 1862. 

Cashman, Edward, 5 High-st, Charlton, Dover, Tailor. Jan 27. Sols 
Brockman & Harrison, Folkestone. 

Turspar, Feb. 24, 1862. 

Leipnik, Isaac Marcus, 26 Herbert-st, New North-rd, Middlesex, Wholesale 
Watch and Clock Dealer and Jeweller. Jan 28. Sols Mathews, Carter, 
& Bell 120 Leadenha |-st. 

Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cap. 35: 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipay, Feb, 21, 1862, 

Burrage, Ellenor, 13 Gloucester-p!, Paddington, Middlésex, Widow.. March, 
24, Sol Todd, 75 Newgate-st. y ‘ 

Butler, het Kingsland, Whittlesea, Isle of Ely, Farmer sia Gragier, 


: ‘ . 
Howis, Charles, South-st, Leominster, Gent, March, 31, Sol Herbert 
Leominster. * , : . 
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May 18. Sols Brown and Son, and 


March 8. Sol Hicks, Kenilworth. 
March 25. 


Mympere, Joseph, Gateshead, Gent. 
Blacklock, Newcastle-upon- 

Littleton, Joseph, Kenilworth, Gent. 

Lolley, Frances, Grove-rd, North Brixton, Surrey, Spinster. 
Sols Ware & Westhall, | Copthall-ct. 

—_, Catharine Sophia, formerly of 13 Sloane-st, late of 34 Michael's 
Bromptoa, Middlesex, Spinster. April 1. Sols Ford & Lloyd, 4 
iry-sq. 

Torspay, Feb. 25, 1862. 

Chaion, Afired Edward, El Retiro, +} Kensington, Royal 

Academician. March 28. Sol H 33 — 
Compigné, Michael, formerly of 9 ent's-inn, * Middlesex, and late of 
61 Upper Stamford-st, Surrey, Esq. April 25. Sol Turner, Clement’s- 


Ina. 
eas Dame Anne Frederica Elizabeth, le, Rydall Hall, Westmoreland, 
March 1. Sols Moser, Bou, & Armmold, Kendal. 
onan Rev. John, Ely. April 5. Sol Evans, FE! 
Gurney, a 9 Albion-st, a hides, Gent. Mayl. Sol 
Stileman & Neate, 26 Orchard-st, 


Hill, James, Dulverton, Somersetshire, Gent. “Starch 31. Sols Sanger & 
Drabwell, Exeter. 
, Hannah, Oatlands-st, Leeds, Widow. April 1. Sols Snowdon & 
» Leeds, 
Poole, ——o epee. ayo eed Land Surveyor. March 21. Sols 
yong 
Randall, Frederick, Cambridge, Solicitor. April 5. Sol Evans,8 Free 
School-lane. Cambridge. 
Smith, Stephen, — Chariton, Dover, Gent. April 1. Sol Chalk, Dover. 


Spiers, Charles, 10 Spital-sq, and Amherst-rd, Hackney, Middlesex, Silk- 
Manufacturer. April 19. Sols Norton, Son, & Elam, 37 Walbrook. 
Trevenen, John, Commander of Her ‘grad 's Ship“ Buzzard.” June 


April 30. Sol Meymott, 5 Albion-pl, Blackfriars 
Wilkinson, William, 34 Great Tower-st, London, and Loughborough h-rd 
Brixton. » Surrey, a April 24. Soi Clapham & Comins, 8 


ay =o Ss Spinster. March 31. Sols 
rstan, H Tam le, Sussex, 
Osborne, ester Ta : 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farwar, Feb. 14, 1862, 
Chitty, Philip, St George's Town, Van Diemen's Land. Nov.2. Avenell 
v. Chitty, M. R. 
Pryce, Rev. Richard Henry Mostyn, Gunley Hall, Forden, Montgomery- 
shire, Clerk. March 17. Pryce v. Pryce, M. 
Todd, Anthony Maddison, 1 Tenterden-st, Hanover-sq, Middlesex, and 28 
yy ‘s-lane, London, Wine Merchant. March 29. Veiga v. Todd, 
uart. 
Walton, Charlotte Matilda, Hammersmith, Middlesex, Widow. March 20. 
Walton v. Groyn, M. R. 


(County Palatine of Lancaster.) 
Jackson, Ernest, King-st, Oldham, Timber Merchant. March 21. 
liner v. Chadwick, Office of Registrar, 1 North John-st, Liverpool. 


TuESDAY, Feb. 24, 1862. 
3 ba a Wy Etterby, near Carlisle, Yeoman. March 22, Allison v. 
R. 


Barnes, Joseph, Church, Lancaster, Manufacturing Chemist. March 19. 
Barnes ». Ratcliffe, V. C. Wood. 

Bromiley, James, Round Dob Hill, Dean, Lancaster, Farmer. April 11. 
Lowe v. Bromiley, V. C. Kindersley. 

Harrison, William » Dalston, x, formerly of Bucklersbury, 
Merchant. March 19. Rutter o. Rutter, M. R. 

Hooper, Francis » 11 Sackville-st, Piccadilly, Solicitor. March 12, 
Baylis v. Watkins, .'C. Stuart. 

Stephenson, Gomme, Eland Green, Northumberland. March 29, Aynsley 

v. Stephenson, V. C. Wood. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripay, Feb, 21, 1862. 
Adams, wy Napley-heath, near Winnington, Staffordshire, Tailor. 
Jan 28. Composition. Reg Feb 19. 
re ag Pye Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Jan 24. Com- 
Bory Robert William, Milk-st, Bristol, Builder. Feb6. Assignment. 
Brookes, William, Joseph Brookes, & Edward eg Burslem, Stafford- 
shire, Builders. Feb 17. Assignment. b 19. 
Burdon, John, 100 ss Exeter, Boot and Shee Maker. Jan 23. Con- 


veyance. Reg F 
eee Angel, xf ee -rd, Middlesex, Cigar Dealer. Feb 14. 
ion. 
Dank, Robert, Uxbridge, Grocer. Feb 6. Assignment. Reg Feb 20. 
ae Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Jan 23. Assignment. 
o —— jun, Belper, Derbyshire, Potter. Jan 21. 
Fullwood, Edward, Cheltenham- villa, Sane. Bristol, Cement 
M r. Jan 24. Conveyance. Reg Feb 1 

Oey, Maen, Golborne, Lancashire, Chemist. a 23, Assignment. 
Reg 


Mul- 


Conveyance, 


Feb 1, William, Tavistock, Innkeeper. Jan 30. Assignment. Reg 

Harris, sJohn, & Charles Woodhead, |Worcester, Tailors. Jan 21. As- 
sigoment. Feb 18. 

el rt, Hoyle, Cornwall, Solicitor, Jan 30. Conveyance. 

a ag ge Oxford-st, Middlesex, Cheese- 
monger. Feb 7, 


Gioar Tenaeuts, Grocer, Feb 12, Con- 


Langton, Horatio, 143 Ganlat, Gren 
veyance. Reg Feb 19. 





ey John Jones, Wolverhampton, Chemist. Feds. Aseignment. Reg 
= ig SE ep grt Lancashire, Lodging House Keeper, Feb 4. 


ne Reg Fe’ 
Lovell, ayy Horton, Northamptonshire, Farmer. Jan 28. Conveyance. 
Reg Feb 


ead, Samuel, 24 Ponsford-ter, Haverstock-hill, Middleséx, Ironmonger. 
Feb 15. Composition. ‘eb 19. 

Parton, Henry r, Provision Dealer, Chatham. Jan 23. Assign- 
ment. Reg Feb 20. 

Robson, Michael, Monkwearmouth, Boat Builder. Feb 14, Assignment. 
Reg Feb 18. 


Jan 25. Conveyance, 
Southam, Henry, Hopwood-avenue, Manchester, Wine Merchant. Feb 


12. . Reg a 

ag ng op _ Spaunton, Yorkshire, Farmer. Jan 25. Conveyance. 
Reg Fe' 5 

Wells, Joseph, Market Lavington, Wiltshire, Innkeeper. Jin28. Assign- 
ment. Reg Feb 20. 
esthorp, Samuel, eed, Ipswich, Boot and Shoe Maker. Feb3, 


Assignment. Reg Feb 
Vine Webs Bernard, ~- Sang Jeweller, Jan 24. Composition. 
phen, Winterborne Earls, Wiltshire, Tailor. Feb 14. Con- 


Williams, 
veyance. Feb 19. 
bas Sapop ames Liverpool, Brass Founder. Feb 12. Comp.sition. Reg 
: Toxspar, Feb. 25, 1862, 
Bairstow, Thomas, John Bairstow, & Henry Peel, Ovendea, Halifax. 
Machine Makers, & —— Oldfield, Halifax, Boiler Covurer. Jan 23. 
ley-st, Bath, Warehouseman. Jan 27. Assign- 
ment. og Feb 22 


os Alpheus, and Isaac Wheeler, eg tm conn 7, Straw Hat 
Bonnet Dealers, Jan 24. Assignment. hy bey 
aun William oer Feb it High-st, fateen Kent, Linen Dre per. Jan 22. 


Sims, oad Bruton, Somersetshire, Draper. 


ition. 
David, Liverpool, Builder, Feb 17. Composition. Reg Feb 22. 
bivins James Hawkey, Saint Enoder, Cornwall, Miller. Fel»3. Convey- 


ance. Reg Feb 20. 
Every, prog ag jan, Liverpool, Australian Merchant. Fel) 14. Assign- 


Fisher be late got Claggan, oe , Farmer ( now of Liver- 
an —o~- el 


eae 4 B.-row, , Iron Merchant. Fet:13. Compo- 
sition. Reg Feb 22. 

Furley, William Cross, Gainsborough, Ship Builder. Jan 25. Assign- 
ment. Reg Feb 22. 

Jones, William Roberts, Upper Bangor, Carnarvonshire, Chemist and 
Druggist. Fed 7. \e Feb 24. 

King, James, Portsea, Builder. Feb 11. Arrangement. Reg Feb 22. 

Leech, — Great Dunmow, Essex, Tailor, Jan 24. Assignment. Reg 


Feb 2 

Moore, Eii Chaties, Evenwood, near Acton Burnell, Salop, Farmer. Feb 
17. it. Reg Feb 22. 

—s —m.rC -Avon, Innkeeper. Fet» 12, Convey- 


Orrin, ‘rin, William, 188 Magdalen-st, Colchester, Builder. Jan25, Assiga- 
ment. Reg Feb 22. 

Parsons, Frederick, 176 Pentonville-rd, Middlesex;, Watchmaker 
and Jeweller. Feb 17. ent, Feb 21. 


See Henry, Surbiton, Surrey, it. Jan 25. Arrangement. 

souk, wi Win, on Shore, Innkeeper and B nilder. Feb 11. 
Feb 24 

Snowball, Wilina, TS : Castleford, Tailor and Drapur. Jan24. As- 

t. ‘eb 2 

Taylor, Robert, Brunswick-place, Brompton, Middlesex, P urfamer. Feb 1, 
Composition. Reg Feb 20. 

eee Ba , Suffolk, Blacksmith. Jan 29. Assign- 

West Edward, Wi Assignmerit, Reg Feb 21. 


arrington, Dra eb 3. 
. John William, 64 and 65 oe Bashili-tow, and 154 Old- #t, Saint Luke’s, 


x, Manufacturer, Jan 28. Assignment. Reg’ Feb 21. 
Bankrupts. 
Fatwar, Feb. 21, 1862. 
Austin, Arthur Wellesley, 2 Little Alie-st, Goodman’s-fielis, Whi . 
Middlesex, Bootmaker. ‘ Feb 17 (in forma ye ris). 
March 11 at 10. Sol Scott, 36 Southampton-b 


Aylott, William, 20a Leinster-st, ne rps Builder. Pet ‘Feb 18. London, 
March 10 at 12. Sol Hempson, 54 Connaught-ter, Hy de-park. 

Bacon, William Wyncoll, East a nye t, Suffolk, Cattle ew oa Pet Feb 
17. Hadleigh, March 5 at 12. Sols Avell & Brown, Cole 

Bailes, William, 27, West-parade, Newcastle-upon-Ty'ne, Yoo 

Traveller. Pet Jan 15. Newcastle, March 4 at 10. Sol J. G. Joel, 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 


Baker, Edward, Birmingham, Attorney and Solicitor, Pet Feb 17, 
Birmingham, March 10 ati2. Sol Fitver, Birminghain. 
Barnett, J . Timbrell-st, Trowbridge, pero Pet Feb 15. 


Trowbridge, March 3 at 11, » Trowbridge. 
Bates, George, Derby, Labourer. Pet Feb 8. Derby, March 4 at 12. Sol 
Leech, Derby. 


Bench, George, 17 Mariborough-place, B _ < Waier. Pet Feb 18. 
Brighton, March 10 at 11. Sol Goodman, 
» William, Clenchwarton, Norfolk. Dee 20. London, March 
10 at 11.30. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 
mem: Fh o Rates, West-st, Euston-rd, Middlesex, Common Brewer. 
F London, March 7 at 1. Sols G. & , Hilleary, 8 Ponobureh: 


Blyth, J n Minns, Horsham, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Feb 13. Nor- 
B.S Sol Sadd, j jun, Norwich. 


» Francis, 29 Wellington-ter, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Bailiff, Pet 
Pb 20, Newcastle, March er Ne Sol Joel, ag eS 


Boxall, Fittleworth, Petworth, Blacksmith, 
Seorth, Match 5 at 12. eae oswo Brighton. 
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Brammer, Thomas, Parliament-st, N yee wn RP. D. 
N » March 5 at 9.30. Sol 
Brierly, james, 39 Russell-st, 


a. J my "Pet Feb 19. 
March § at 10.30 ine, Sarejman 
Broome, » Henry, 9 Russell-st tae tee Garden, Middlesex, Feb 15. London, 
ai 


ee Charlotte, late of Scotland. Feb 15. London, March 11 


Bruin, Thomas, 112 St. John-st, West Smithfield, Middlesex, Licensed 
—— . Pet Feb 17. London, March 10 at 12. Sols Harrison and 


Bullivant, Joh n, Leeds, Confectioner. Pet Feb 15. Leeds, March 6 at 11. 
Sol Michael, 7 7 Old Jewry, and Prest, Leeds. 
Burch, Louis, Joseph Vander, Colonel in the Belgian Service, late of 
» Yorkshire. Feb 13. , Leeds, March 10 at 11. 

Bui G De Sisters-rd, ene, and 
Peter jueen, yt yy ted By neral Com- 
mission a Pet Feb ll London March. ll at ll. Sol Keighley 
Notting 


Sr Bape a Butcher, Pet Feb15. Not- 
green, Bilston Pet Feb 17 (in forma Seen. 
. oa somes. Newcastle-under-L; 


Combes, Charies James, lane, Bavbican, London, 4 ER 
Pet Feb 19 (in forms pauperis). London, March 5 at 12. Sol Harcourt. 


2 Arms- 
xen ws Doren Jan10. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 


, Righard, Sunderland, 
March 7 at 11.30. Sol Cooper, S 

Shoe maker. Pet Feb 18. South 
* Feb 17. Cock- 


, Birmingham 
March aie 21 at rar A 


Porter Brewer. Pet Feb 15. 


, Ale and 
lewcastle-upon-Tyne, 4atll. Sol Belk, H 
ee Sa 147 Blackfriars-rd, Surrey, Bill Discounter. Feb 17. London 





William, Hatfield Peverel, Essex, Baker. Feb 15. London, 
March 12 at 12.30. Sol Duffield, King William-st. 
Draydon, John, Helland Bridge, Coriwall, Carpenter. Pet Feb 15. 
Bodmin, March 11 at 10. Sol Hambly, Wade Bi 
Reservoir-terrace, Osler: ham, Boat Builder. 


Drew, or © st, 
Pet Feb 17. i, Birmingham, March 21 10. va Birmingham 
pm aggy ey er Tate i gg Pet Feb 17. Barnstaple, 
Emms, George, Mulbarton, Norfolk, Goal Merchant. Pet Feb 18. 
wich, at 12. Sol Sadd jun., JNorwich. 
Edwards, John, 26 High-st, Southampton, Watch Maker. Pet Feb 17. 
London, March 11 at 12. Sols Boulton & Son, 21a Northampton-sq, 


1. 
Herts, D: Pet Feb 17. 
e Turner, & Turner, 68 68 Aldermanbury. i 


Nor- 


Clerkenwell 
Farr, uae ae 


March 13 at 11 ~w Sols Sole, 
Farmer, eg ag o hemeaten, Bei Briige-rd, Hammersmith, Middlesex, 
Foreman to a Bricklayer, Pet Feb 18. London, March 12 at 11.30. 


Sol Beard,'10 


Funwick, John, Wellington Lge ice were Pet Feb 17. 
Siakté-on-fees. March a 2.30 Sol Gr lin, Mid Gabe. 


Forshaw, John, 22 Kinder-st, B: rd, Liverpool, Clerk. Pet Feb 
18. Liverpool, March 10 s% 3. So Sol Blackhurst, Liverpool. 
East Pet Feb 15. 


Fulcher, » Norfolk, Brazier. East 
Dereham, March 5 at 11. Sol Drak:e, East Dereham. 

Gee, Robert. 1 Tyneside-ter, an aan Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Peg gale Newcastle, March 4 at 10. 

Glasscock 3 lohn, 18 Sor ken nington-park, Surrey, Corn Dealer. 
Feb 17. Join 18 Queens at ll. Sols Preston S beak Gresham- st. 

Gwillim, Me cergp Green Arbour-ct, emg oy A eo Pet Feb 17. 


London, March 11 at 10. Sol Buclaanan, 

Mamhen, Eikourd teens, 65 Feuahereieot, Lenton Meschent. Pet Feb 17. 
London, March 7 at |. ee eee 
Snargate-st, be at tas Pet Feb 19. London, 


March it at 1.0." Sols 2 Sise-lane. 
Daniel Cottage, y Rone eh Cattle Dealer. Pet Feb 
19, ‘Tredegar, March 8 at 1. Sol Forwood, Me: 


rthyr. 
Harris, William, {West Hill, Wandsworth, Builder. Feb 15. London, 
March 11 at 10. 


"Hill, Charles, 12 Belmont-passage, Lawley-st, Birmingham, Make 
Pet Feb 17. Birminghesa, Merch 31 at 10.” Sol Pany, tk Rr P 


» Joseph, New-st, Cockermouth, Labourer. Pet Feb 18. pl 
a March 10 at 3. Sol Rainsay, Cockermouth. 
Holden, John Liverpool, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Feb 20. Liver- 
How, Edwin, 131 Golde agen , 
iow, es, Middlesex, Glass . Pet 
Feb 17. London, March 7 at 12. Sol Smith 15 Willmington- 
Howard, Francis Coates, 8 8 Windsor- Y . Pet 
Feb i7. London, March 7 at 11, Sol Manning, 3 be-pl, 


George Routh, Hameri: Clerk in Holy Orders. F 
® amg? ae te “4 Linea . ss. 
Feb 14. Wellington, March 7 at 9. 
James, James Robinson, 255 Commercial: 
Feb 18. Portsmouth, March 3 at 1. 


Jennings, Benjamin, Bedlington, Northumberland, Greengrocer. Pet Feb 
15. Morpeth, an deme tan, Sol Swan, mete tk ee 


aie eae 


Pm Coffee and Dining Rooms Keeper. Feb 17. 
nen, Mary, Anerley, Surrey 12, 


Se ee Pet Feb 18. Bristol, 
March 7 at 11. Sol Henderson, Bristol. 


Ll Pet Feb 13. Ripon, March 8 at 
Mason, York. 


Keast, James, 2 rep , Rye-lane, Peckham, Surrey, Tailor. 
Feb 17. London, Sonra' 


a yo Mattishall, Norfolk, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Feb 17. 
reham, March 5 at 12. Sol Sadd, jun., Norwich. 
Lacy, Saber amg eg Hertfordshire, Chair Turner. Pet Feb 4. St. 
’s, March 7 at 12. Sol Annesley, St. Alban’s. 

Lea, Henry, 22 Warwick-lane, London, Bookseller. Pet Feb 10. London, 
March 4 at 11. Sols Lawrence, Smith, & Fawden, 12 Bread-st. 

Leicester, Thomas, don, March 18 at 1 So Pet Feb 14 (in forma pau- 
peris). areas sane, i wee Sa ae. -lane. 

Loader, Elias a eb 17. 
Po tg dg pn eg sa Forel, 

Loundes, Bratoft, Lincolnshire, 

March 1 at 10. Sol Walker, Alford 

— Png | on ll Stanford- villas, Kensington. 


Feb 15. 
Mader George Joseph, Slough, Saddler and Harness Maker. Feb 17: 
London, March 12 at 3. Sol Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 
McDonald, William, 166, Upper Frederick-st, » Tea Dealer. Pet 
Feb 15. Liverpool, March 7 at1. Sol G 


Michaelis, Mathias, 50 and 54 St. George’s- t. Georges-in-the-East, 
Middlesex, Clothier. Pet Feb 18. senion, March tt atte Sol Bastard, 
25 Philpot-lane. 

Miller, sen., 6 Woodbine-terrace, rei tea, 
Master Mariner. Pet Feb 6. Newcastle, March 4 at 10. Sol 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Morgan, William, 1 Little Mount-st, Camberwell, Clerk. Feb 19 (in 
form4 pauperis) London, March 7 at 3. Sol Harcourt, 2 King’s Arms- 
yard. 

Newnham, Charles Edward, 11 
Farm Agent. Pans gk Mote uy 
Sol a ty. 

Palmer, Charies, 3 


Landport, Hants, 
Pet Feb 18. a Faumeeth, March 3 at 12.30. Sol Paffard, jun., 


Blanford-square, Middlesex, 
). London. Mareh 11 at 11, 
Boot and Shoe 





Maker. 
Portsea. 

Palmer, Thomas, William, Birmingham. Attorney and Solicitor. Pet 
Feb 18. Birmingham, March 7 at 12. Sol 

Pannell, Ann, Ripley, Surrey, Spinster. Pet Feb 19. London, March 12 
at 1.30. Sol "44 Parliament-st. 

Rowland Kendal, og Pet Feb 17. ae, 
March 7 at li. Sols Harle, & Co., 20 South buildi 
Cc -lane, London. 

Paul, Heath-lane, Twickenham, Baker. Pet Feb 19 (a 
forma pa’ . London, March 11 at ll. Sol Lewis, 2 Raymond's- 
ae Gray’s-inn. 

Pickford, 4 

Pinnell, Mary (Widow), 40 Upper Stamford-st, Lambeth, Surrey. Pet 
Reb i Gn Sanh poveeds. London, Mareh 11 at 10. Sol Silvester, 18 

Prise, Joh Tapie place, Edge-lane, Liverpool, Builder. Pet Feb 17 

0, pe ne, . . 
Live March tat Li. Sol Jones, Li i 

Priestly, James, Bartholomew-st, St. -at-Thorn, a 
neer. Pet Feb 18. Norwich, March 3 at 12. Sol Sadd, jun., Ni 

Pullinger, Edward, ind yew Keere-st, Lewes, Sussex, : Pet Feb 

Sols Doyle, 2 Verulam-' and 


19. London March 1 2 atl. 
Goodman, Lewes. 


jomas, Barford, Warwick, Grocer. Pet Feb 14. Warwick, 
Reading, Thom, Sol Handley, Warwick. 
Restell, Charles Frederick, ton-oval, Surrey, Mercantile Clerk 
Pet Feb 18. London, March II at 2. "Sol Nicholson, 48 Lime-st 


London. 
Richards, John, 17 St. James-st, Weston-super-Mare, Fishmonger, Pet. 
Weston-super-Mare, March 5 at 11. Sol Smith & Rab aes 
Rodgers, Robert, Keswick, Soupetonty Painter. Pet Feb 14, Keswick, 
March 3 at 11. Sol Ansell, Kes' 


erdson, Reuben, st, upon-Hull, Chemist. Pet 
oleate Kings‘on- ee ae sents, oa be Hull. 
Sianock, William, 7 Nelson-pl, Old Kent-rd, Surrey, Baker. Feb 17. Lon- 
don, March 11 at 10 
Sloan, John — Liverpool, Zinc Merchant. Feb 11. Manchester, 
March 13 at 
Smith, Edward, 3 Upper Ryland-rd, Birmingham, Electro Metallurgist. 
Pet Feb 19. Bi » March 21 at 10, Sol 
Smith, George, or % Cloth Manufacturer. Pet Feb 13. 
Leeds, March 17 at | ee oe 
Smith, William Fen ary Westmoreland-bidgs, forage Ng 4 
a. Printer. Pet Feb 18 (in forma ). London, March 
ll at il. poo King's Arms . 
ee . Pet Fed 8, St. Alban’s, 


March 7 at 12. Maal Auneday, 62. 
‘Thomas Glease, and William ila Caldeeutt, Liverpool, Plamber, 
Pet Feb 18. Liverpool, bg ALE Sol Almond, 
Robert, Peterborough, Basket Maker. Pet Feb 15. Peterborough, 
March 8 at 10. Sol Rutland, eo 
Sullivan, John, 12 King-st, » M —_ 18. 
cenit sew Sol 


il at ll. 
Symonds, Char! 
facturer. Per Feb 19. London, March 11 at 12.30. Sol Dixon 10 


-row, 
, Joseph, Pudsey, Yorkshire, Cloth Manufacturer. Feb 13. 

Merch 13 at 10.30. rae 
eye ‘ : . F 
Sa Garke, cir Exeter, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 13. 
, Labourer. Pet Feb 18. 

March 4 at 10. peg Ben & Barnsley. 
es Basford, ie Feb 12. Notting- 
9 at 5 

p. Seen, Pot Feb 14. 


Th 
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Pet Feb 19, London, March 5 at 11. Sol Olive, 47a Portsmouth-st, 
Lincoin‘s-inn-fields. 

Weston, Thomas, Cannock, Staffordshire Plumber. Pet. Walsali, March 
4atil. Sol Collis, Penkridge. 

White, James, & George White, 269 Chester-rd, Hulme, Manchester,- 
aa Pet Feb 19. Salford, March 5 at 10. Sol Gartside, Man 
cheste: 

Willis, James William, 67 Vauxhall-walk, Lambeth, Surrey, Superan- 
nuated Permit Writer, Pct Feb 17. London, March 11 at 1.30. Sol 
Holt, Quality-ct. 

—— eee 23 Great Alfred-st, Weston-super-Mare, Builder. Pet. 

r-Mare, March 5 at il. Sols Smith & Raby. 

Willems Wi William Jones, Harwell, near Abingdon, fen Mae Pet Feb 
19. London, March 12 at 11.30. Sols Linklaters & Hackwood, 7 
Wallbrook, and Jotcham, Wantage. 

Wilkinson, Joseph. Ilkeston, Desastice, Boiler and Chain Maker. Pet 
3 18. Nottingham, March 6 at 11. Sol Brewis, Nottingham. 

iss, Algernon Philip, Caen-lodge, Twickenham, Gent. Pet Feb 18. 
London, March {2 at Pit. Sols pe wrt Lewis, 6 Old Jewry. 
Thomas, Syresham, Nort! tonshire, Farmer. Feb 17. 
London, March 11 at 11. , 

ellop, Robert, St. Andrew’s, Broad-st. Norwich, Licensed Victualler. 

Pet Feb 17. London, March 4 at 2.30. Sol Doyle, 2 Verulam-bidgs, 

Gray's-inn. 

Tusspay, Feb. 25, 1862. 


Anstruther, Sir William Carmichae!, Euston Hotel, Euston. sq. Pet Fcb 


24. London, March 13 at 12. Sols Messrs Butler, 191 Tooley-st, ' 
89 Pearl-st, Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Feb 22. | 


Armeson, Thomas, 
Sheffield, March'13 at 2. Sol Whitfield, Rotherham. 
Arnet, James, jun., Berrington Mill, Tenbury, Worcestershire, Miller. 
Pet Feb 22. Tenbury, March 10 at10, Sol Preston, Tenbury. 
7 Trafalgar-st, Coventry, Watch Manutacturer. Pet 
suaee a1. Birmingham, — 7at 12. Sol East, Birmigham. 

r, George ichael’s-p!, Brompton, Middicsex, former] 
of 6 Carlton- ogg sal Surveyor. Pet Feb 22. London, March 
10.at 12. Sols is ites & Son, Princes-st, Spitalfields. 

Bedford, Henry, 123 Whitecross-st, St. Luke’s, Poulterer. Pet Feb 20. 
London, March 11 at i2. Sol Parkes, 11 Beautort-bidgs, Strand. 

DOLRGT J00me, Havock-lane, Maidstone, Beer Retailer. Jan 20, Maid- 
stone, March 17 at 10. Sol Morgan, Maidstone. 

Birch, John, and William Birch, 74 Horseferry-road, Westminster, Omnibns 
and hae Proprietors. Pet Jan 25. London, March 14 at 11. ‘Sol May, 

ussell-sq. 

Bond, Noah George, 5 Albion-pl, Upper Kennington-lane, Vauxhall, Sur- 
rey. Feb.14. London, March 5 at 12. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Brook, George Henry Huddersfield. Share Rroker. Pet Feb 2%. Leeds, 


ick, Leeds. 

Brown, Richard Neate Deguid, 23 Mina-ra, Old Kent-rd, Clerk in Holy 
Orders. Pet Feb 20. London, March 11 atl. Sol Waring, 9 Rocking- 
ham-row, New Kent-rd. 

Clarke, James iy ame Abbeygate-st. bey St. Edmunds, Suffolk, Fish- 

London, March | 


at 12. Sols Nichols & Clark, 


monger. 
9 Cook’s-ct, Lincola’ 's-inn, and = at Bury St. Edmunds 
» ee, Kibbon Manufacturer, Pet Congleton, March 8 


Cliff, Peter. 

at ll. Sol 
Thomas, “itaydon’ 's bidys, Frogmore, Wandsworth, Boot Maker. 

Pet Feb 20. London, March 18 at 12.30, Sol Holt, Quality-ct. 

ai John William, 77 Taylor-st, Regent’s-st, Fishmonger. Pet Feb 
lion, March 17 at 11. Sol Hall, 21 Coleman-st. 

cole, Mary Matilda, Chatteris, Cambridgeshire, Innkeeper. Tet Feb 22. 

10 at 42. Sol Ollord, Upwell. 
bee Matthew, Wells-st, Oxford-st, Middlesex. Feb 15. London, March 


ont! Witem, Church-st, Staines, Middlesex, Baker. Pct Feb 21. 
London, March 10 at |. Sol Haynes, 12 Southampton-bidgs. 

Crisfleld S Thomas, Holbrook, Suffulk, Inland Revenue Officer. Pet Feb 
18, Ipswich, March 6 at 11. Sol Champ, wich. 

Dackus, William, 12 Market-st, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. Pet Feb 
20. Birmingham, March 21 at 10. Sols Powell & Son, Birmingham. 

Dale, John, Penzance, Baker. Jan 11. Penzance, March |i at 3. Sol 


Millett, ‘ 
Davies, M. Rhydcwmere, Llanytyther, Carmarthenshire, Grocer. 
Pet Feb 12. Lampeter, March 8 at 10. Sol Lloyd, Lampeter. 
Joha, n, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 21. Birmingham, 
March A ati2. Sol Fitter, Birmingham. 
Delahay, Thomas, Brom; , Middlesex. Feb 15. London, March 13 at 11. 
Dickinson, Joseph, Rashcliffe, Huddersfield, Joiner. Pet Keb 14. Hud- 
dersfield, March 13 at 10, Sol Leadbeatter, Huddersfield. 
a % Sa Gorham, Butcher. Pet Feb 20. Mansfield, March 24 at 


Doust, Edwin, Goudhurst, Kent, Baker. Pet Feb 18. Tenterden, March 
11 at il. Sol Williams, Cranbrook. 

Duckworth, John, Dyke Nook, Lancashire, Beerseller. af Feb 19. Man- 
chester, March 8 at 11. Sol Smith & Boyer, Mancheste. 


English, Jonathan, Slough, Training Groom. Pet Feb 19 (in forma pau- 
peris). Windsor, indsot, March’5 at Il. - 
Eycott, Ra: , Glo , Upholsterer. Pet Feb 17. Bristol, March 


ucester 
me. 10 at il. Sol Miller, Bristol. 
Thomas, 67 High-st, Sunderland, Tailor. Pet ng 20. New- 
sastenpon- Tyne March 12 at 12, Sol Young, Sunderland. 
Feara, ane, Carlisle- st East, Sheffield, Grocer. ‘Pet Feb 20. 
id, March 6 at 12. Sol Broadbent, Sheffield. 
Forster, William, 27 Rochdale-rd, Manchester, Cork Cutter. Pet Feb 20. 
Manchester, March 6 atli. Sols Crowther & Farrington, Manchester. 
France, Thomas Green, Westhoughton, Farmer. Pet Feb 21. Manchester, 
March 8 at 11. Sol Atherton, Mane hester. 
Gaskell, Koger, Newton-in-the-Willows, Lancashire, Railway Pointsman. 
Pet Feb 15. Warrington, March 20 at 12. Sol Bent, Warrington. 
Gavin, Alexander Kennedy, East seems; Draper. Pet Feb 5. Exeter, 
March 15 at il, Sol be Nap mae Plymouth 
» Harwich, re. Pet Feb 19. London. March 11 at 
12. Sols Ashurst, Son, & Morris, 6 Old Jewry. 
Gilbert, Joseph, Oak Farm, Hage Grosse, Pet Feb 21. Stour- 
bridge, March 10 at 10. Torbehive 
om. jones Basingwold ekshire.' Printer. ” Feb 13. Leeds, March 7 





Glazebrook, Henry, 152 Long-lane, Bermondsey, Coach Maker. Oo Feb 
21. London, rch 18 at {.30. Sol Bechaeed, 13 Basi 

Gollop, Wiliam, Southam: = Manager of the Vulcan Iron Works, Mih- 
brooke. Pet Feb 20. March 11 at 1230. Sols Patterson & 
Son, 7 Bouverie-st, London, a Mackey, Southampton. 

Goodfellow, John, Alsager, Cheshire, Schoolmaster. Pet Feb 22. Hanley, 
March 8 at 11. Sol Moxon, Hanley. 

Green, Rene Hitc!.am, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet Feb 20. March Ilat ll. 
Sols Cree & Last, 13 Gray’s Inn Square. 

Greenwood, James, Ox Close, near Dronfield, Derbyshire, Cattle Dealer. 
Pet Feb 22. Sheftleld, March 8 at 10. Sol Mason, Sheffield. 

Grimes, Thornas, Augustus, Harry Public-house, Ann’ on! Bruns- 
wick-road, Bromley, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 15. London, March 
11 at 11.30. Sol Beard, 10 Basinghall-st. 

Grubb, Richard, Ludgven, Cornwall, Mine Agent. Feb 13, Exeter, March 
14 atti. Sol Floud, Exeter. 

Hall, Thomas, Oldham, Engineer. Feb 14. Manchester, March 15 


at ll. 

Hargraves, William, Wetherby, Grocer. Pet. Tadcaster, March 13 at 12. 
Sol Harle. 

Harris, John, Cymmer Liantrissant, Glamorgan, Relivey Capes Pet 
Feb 22. Pontypridd, March 12 at 3. Sol Thomas, Pont, 

Henderson, John, Eckington, gr Draper. Pet Feb a Sheffield, 
March8 at 10. Sol Pat‘eson, Sheffield. 

Heritage, William, a seg , Plumber. Pet Feb 17. London, March 
lLatil. Sol Kingdon, 3 wrence-lane. 

Hibbert, Joseph, 20 Euston-rd, Middlesex, Grocer and Commission 
Pet Feb 22. London Masch 13 at 3. Sol Peckham, 40 

Saddler. Pet Feb 17. 


Bicester, March 10 at 11. Sol Mills, Bicester. 

Holden, Edmund John, 6 Cambridge-road, Mile End, Plumber. Feb 21. 
London, March 13 at 11. 

Holme, Richard, West-st, Sheffield, Table Knife Manufacturer. Feb 13. 
Leeds, March 8 at 10. 

Holt, Thomas, jun.,19 Ablewell-st, Walsall, Coal Dealer. Pet Feb 21. 
Birmingham, March 10 at 12. Sol Ebsworth, Wednesbury. 

a Se, Lested laste, Chart, Sutton, Commercial Traveller. 
Nov Maidstone, March 17 at 10. Sol Morgan, 

ay vase William, Market Rasen, Lincolnshire, Common Brewer 
Pet. Feb 19. Kingston-u -Hull, March 12 at 12, Sol Hebb, Lincoln. 

Hudson, William, Nottinghato, Hay and Straw Dealer. Pet Feb 22. 
Nottingham, April # at 10. §ol Wood, Nottingham. 

Humphreys, Thomas, 10 Thoraton-pl, New-rd, Middlesex, Journeyman 
Cabinet Maker. Fel) 21. London, March 11 atl 

Hutchinson, James, Kizhmond, York, Commission Agent. Feb 13. Leeds, 
March 7 at 11. 

Jelley, William, 76 Wellington-.it, Woolwich, Tailor. Pet Feb 21. London 
March 11 at i. So! Buchaua), 13 Basinghall-st 

Jones, Thomas, Rhosllanerchrujyoy, Ruabon, Denbighshire, Builder. Pet 
Feb 20. Ruabon, March 8 at 12. Sol Rymer, Wraxham 

Jordan, Jonathan, 204 Blackf.tiars-rd, Surrey, Commer¢ial Traveller, 
Feb 17. Kingston-upon- Hull, March 19 at 12. 

“_ s, Charles, Everton Villags, Liverpool, Coal Merchant. Feb 19. 

Liverpool, March 8 at 11. 

Kimberiey, Edwin Nathéin Bird, Birmingham, Hinge Maker. Pet Feb 21. 
Birmingham, March 10 at 12. Sols Hodgson & Allen, Bi am. 
Knight, William, Huntin ‘ot near Hereford, Cattle Dealer. Pet Feb 20. 

Hereford, March 13 at Sol .jmith, Birmingham. 

Lance, George, 56 Lee-c scent, ityland-rd, Birmingham, Architect. Pet 
Feb 22. Birmingham, March 21 at 10. Sol Hawkes, Birmingham 

Lawrence, John Henry, Gosport, Hants, Timber Dealer. Pet Feb 22. 
London, March 11 at 12, Sol Hancock, 36 Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Male, Charles, Kingswinford, Brewer. Pet Feb 22. Birmingham, March 
Tati2. Sois James & Knight, birmingham, and Collis, Stourbridge. 
Martin, George, Carlton Colville, Suffolk, Shoemaker. Pet Peb 22. 

Lowestoft, March 10 at 2, Sol h.ent, Beccles. 

Mason, Henry Boleno, 5 Feathersw ne-bidgs, Holborn. Pet Feb 20. Lon- 
don, March {lat i. Sol Geard, 10 Basinghall-st. 

Massey, Joseph, 32 Birch-st, Ardwick, Manchester, Provision Dealer. 
Pet Feb 20. Manchester, March 11 at 9.30. Sol Elteft, Manchester. 
Mellor, William, 26 Mersey-si, Hujxtsman’s Brow, Heaton Norris, Lan- 
cashire, Carrier’s Porter. "Pet eb. 14. Stockport, March {4 at Iz. 

Sol Stiles, Manchester, 

Merrick, James Jones, 7 John-st, Roath, near Cardiff, Painter. Pet Feb 
17 (in forma pauperis). Cardi:¥, March 10 at il. Sol Wilcocks, 
Cardiff. 

Mills, George Henry, 84 Eastgate, St. Nicholas, Rochester, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. Pet Feb 20. Rockester, March Il at 12. Sol Mayward, 
Rochester. 

Moody, Charles Edward, Castle Carury, Somersetshire, Grocer, Pet Feb 
22. Bristol, March 10 at 11, Sols Foster, Birmingham, and Henderson, 
Bristol. 

Morgan, Edward, Willenhall-st, Darla.iton, Stafford, Carpenter. Pet Feb 
22. pent, March 11 at il. Sol j}revitt, Darlaston. 

Morland, sem it Penrith, Builder, Pe’ Feb 20. Penrith, March 6 at 1. 

Penrith. 
Mone’, ar 9 Carter-st, Gaen -st, Hounsditch pe Hager je 
Second-hand Clothes, Pet Fe) 18. London, arch Il at Sol 
Murray, 20} Great St. Helen's. 


Musgrave, William, ) Shields, Wire W. Pot Feb 
Tt Soath Shields, teh fa A ee 


Nash, Robert George, Bushey, H. 
Feb 20. London, Mareh 5 at iL Sot P 

O'Fflahertie, Albert Henry Benson, 9: Stanley eee 
Lieutenant in the Kilkanny Fusiléers. Pet Feb 22. London, March: 
ati. Sol Levy, 29 Hentietta-st, Covent Garden. 

Page, Tpomys Willian, &4 Sussex-st, :3dighton, Laundry Keeper. Pet 
Feb 14. Brighton, March 10 at 1. Sol Goodman, Brighton. 

Pain, Edward, 10 rea afore seen Pork Butcher. Lac fab 49. 
Bristol, March 7 at 12. | Sabi 

Palmer, Job, —— Tavera, Highbury-park., Islington, Middle 
sex, Licensed Many. ya Pet Feb 24. London, March 14 at 14.30. 
Sol Scard, St. Mary A 

Partridge, John aun, Tethlinborough, Northamptonshire, Boot and 
Shoe Manofacturer, Pes Feb 21 (ic fo.mma > seoven- London, March 


IL at 12. Gol Hole, Gualjer sty Gee 
Pearce, Jonathan, Ranglagh-rd, ial, Gis Cater. Pet Feb 20. 
London, March 5 at 1,304 Sol Earle, 29 Bedford-row: 
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Perry, ¥: near Nuneaton, Blacksmith. ‘Pet-Feb 15, 
B " 10 at 12. Sols Browett, Coventry, and James & 
Knight, Birmingham. 

Perryman, Joseph, Parson’s-green, Fulham, Grocer. Feb 21. London, 

London, March 11 


March 11 at 12. 
vie, Frank, 39 Finsbury-sq, Middlesex. Feb 21. 
at |. 

Pilcher, Edward William Humphrey, Peckham House, Peckham, Surgeon. 
Pet Feb 20. London, March 13 at 12, Sol Eagleton, 84 Newgate-st. 
ory" at William, Liverpool, Joiner. Feb 19. Liverpool, March 8 

at 12. 


Price, John, 19 Lower Union-st, Dowlais, Glamorganshire, Boot and Shoe 
tage Ty Pet Feb 21. Merthyr Tydfil, March 8 at 2. Sol Smith, Mer- 


he ng William, Rantala, Butcher. Pet Feb 26. Mansfield, March 

24at 10. Sol Cursham. Mansfield. 
Richards, William, Old Waggon and Horses Inn, Churchill, Worcester- 
shire, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 20. Kidderminster, March 8 at 11. 


Sol Crowther, Kidderminster. 
Rider, Alfred William, 24 Bevis Marks, London, Leather Factor. 
18, on" March Sat}. Sol Brandon, 15 Essex-st, Strind, 
R 77 Lower Chatham-st, riton-upon- Medlock. 
Feb 12. "Eee. March (1 at 9.30. Sol Swan, Manchester. 
Rowley, Samuel, Brierley-hill, Staffordshire, Agent and Sanitary Inspector. 
Pet Feb 22, a nye March 0 at 12, Sols Collis, Stourbridge, 
and James & Knight, Birmingham. 
Sams, John Henry, Crown Public-house, Leigh-st, Red Lion-square, 
x, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 13. London, March 14 at 11. 
Sol chia 1 Turnwheel-lane, Cannon-st 
Sharpe, J . Leicester, Tailor. Pet Feb 19. Nottingham, March 6 
at II, Pike, Leicester. 
Sockett, Elizabeth, Pool, Montgomeryshire, caer. Pet Feb 18. Welch- 


Pet Feb 


pool, March 8 at 11. ‘Sol Jones, Wel 

Stanway, William, Butcher’s-row, pwn ao al Butcher, Pet Feb 19. 
Shrewsbury, March 3i at og Sol Davies, Shrewsbury. 

Stephens, William, | ae © xbridge-rd, Journeyman Baker. Pet Feb 
22. London, March 10 at!. Sol a Goosen 9 Charing Cross. 

Sutherland, Alexander, Garston, near Liverpool, Beer Seller, Feb 19. 


Liverpool, March 10 at 11. 

Thomas, Isaac, Glandwr, Lianfairarybryn, Carmarthen, Ironmonger, Pet 
Feb 14. Llandovery, March 6 at.2. Sol Bishop, Brecon, 

Thomas, James Tombes, 2 Gothic- » Park Village East, Regent’s- 
Park. Pet Feb 22 (in Pech uperis), London, March 13 at il. Sol 
Harcourt, 2 Kings’ Arms—yai 

Troubat, Felix, 21 Pickering-place, Bayswater, Middlesex, Wine Merchant. 
Pet Feb 21 (in form& pauperis), London, March 13 at2. Sol Holt, 


Quality-court. 
Vaughan, William, jun., Westbury, Salop, Farmer. Pet Feb 20. Bir- 
Koicha. Bi March 10 at 12. Sols Broughall, Shrewsbury, and James & 


t, ham. 

Wade, Thomas, High-st, Pembroke Dock, Dealer in Coal, 
* Pembroke, March 10 at 10. Sol Parry, Pembrok e Dock. 
bates Frederick, 3 Palmer’s-pl, Holloway, Greengrocer. Pet Feb 21. 

on, March 1! at 12, Sel Peverley, 19 Coleman-st 

worst Charles, Cambridge, Builder. Pet Feb22. London, March 11 at 
2. Sols Whitehead & French, Cambridge. 

Watkins, James, 36 Charles-st, Southwark, Surrey, Schoolmaster. Pet 
Febi8, London, March |! at 12. Sol Philby, 3 Fenchurch st-bidgs. 
Ward, William, 19 King-st, Soho, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 21. Lon- 

don, March 11 at 2. Sols Philp & Philp, 26 Bucklersbury. 

Weston, James, App>rley, Deerhurst, Gloucestershire, Timber Dealer. 
Pet Feb 21. Tewkesbury, March 10 at2. Sol Cook, Gloncester, 

Whetstone, George, Vention, near Lydbrook, Gloucestershire, Working 
Collier, Pet Feb 20 (in forma pauperis). Gloucester, March 8 at 2. 
Sol Wilkes, Gloucester. 

White, Andrew, 6 Peel-st, Bradford-rd, Manchester, Faney Box Maker. 
Pet Feb 19. Manchester, March 11 at 9.30, sol Richardson, Man- 
chester. 

Wilkins, George, 41 Iligh st, Portland Town, Middlesex, Plumber. Pet 
Jan 22 (in forma pauperis). London, March 19 at 11. 

Willitts, Joseph, Dudley Wood, Worcestershire. Pet Feb 20. Birmingham, 
March 7 at 12, Sul Maltby, Dudley, 

Williams, John Hitehcock, Ardwick, Manchester, Fancy Box Manufac- 
turers. Pet Feb 2. Manchester, March 13 at 11. Sol Boote, Man- 
chester, 

Williams, Thomas, Four Horse Shoes, King-st, Pembroke Dock, Licensed 
Victualler, Pet Feb 22. Pembroke, March 10at10. Sol Parry, Pem- 
broke Dock. 

Wilson, Benjamin, 1 Homer-ter, South Hackney, Middlesex, Clerk to an 

Pet Feb 20. London, March 11 at 12. Sol Johnson, 30 
Doughty-st. 


Woodworth, Charles W., Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Feb 19. Liver- 
pool, March 13 at 12. 
bape we Abel, Pendleton, Lancashire, Silk Manufacturer. Feb13, Man- 
Wright. dchm, Millet, Higher ‘Tranmere, Cheshire, Joiner, Pet Feb 22. 
«hn, -st, r ere, Cheshire, e 
Birkenhead, March 10 at 10. Sol Rymer, Liverpool. 


Pet Feb 15, 








AW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 
AT THE LAW INSTITUTION, CHANCERY LANE. 
EsTasiisuep Mar, 1836. 





QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION. 
For Tuesday, March 4th, 1862. President—Mr.;Peacner, 
Mr. Metvitire Gasen will move— 

“Tn Role Vul. to leave out the words, ‘ at the first meeting of each 
month,’ and to insert instead the words, ‘ oe the _— and Quar- 
terly Meetings, and at the first Meeting in J 

Mr. Kewricx will move— 

* To add the following words to Rule VIUI., ‘ And except as aforesaid 
no Member shall move or second any motion for an adjournment 
more than once at the same Meeting.’” 

Mr. Amos will move— 

“That Rule XI. be amended by making the following addenda— 
‘ And that in the event of any debate being continued by adjeurn- 
ment to the following or any other weekly meeting, the Secretery 
shall send notice thereof forthwith to those Members who are 
pointed to speak on the question for diseussion fixed for the 
io which such debate is adjourned. And the effect.of such notice 
shall be that the question appointed for that e' evening will 
brought on for discussion until further notice.’” 

Mr. De Castro will move— 

“ That, except on the nights appointed for the peapenty We 
or questions relating to the business of this society be 
until the question of the evening has been debated. 

CIV. Should any of the bills now before Parliament for facilitating the 
transfer of land and registration to title be allowed to pass intolaw? . 

Mr. Winckworts is appointed to open the debate, and Messrs. Dowsr, 
Git., and G, S. Green to speak on the question. 

For Tuesday, March \8th, 1662. President--Mr, Braprorp. 

289.—If a promissory note is made by A. in favour of B, or order,and 
C, indorses it without b. having first indorsed it, can C. give B. authority 
to indorse his name above that of C. so as to make him (C.) liable as 
indorsee upon the note ? 

Afirmatice—Mr. ALLEN and Mr. TunstTaue, 
Negative—Mr,. Brat and Mr. Wippows. 

Lecaan » Kirkman, 7 W. R., 499; Gwinnell v. Herbert, 5 Ad. & El. 

436 ; Russell v. Langstaffe, Doug. 496. 
For Tuesday, March \ith, 1862. President—Mr. Hewrrr. 

290.—Will the verbal promise of a married woman to pay a sum’of 
money out of her separate estate, in consideration of value received by 
her, be enforced in equity ? 
Vaughan v. Vanderstigen, 2 Drew, 183 ; Wright v. Chard, 4 Drew, 673, 

Afirmative—Mr. Peacnry and Mr. Octs. 
Neyative—Mr. Rooxs and Mr. G. R, Jackson. 


Members requiring Books from the Library are requested, to apply 
for them in the Arbitration Room five minutes before Seven o'clock onthe 
Evenings of Debate. 





Tux COMMITTE? WOULD BE GLAD oF Questions For Discusstor, 





GEO. L. WINGATE, Secretary, 
9, Copthall-court, E.C. 


U NITED KINGDOM LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY, 
No, 8, WATERLOO PLACE, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
DIRECTORS, 
The Hon. FRANCIS SCOTT, Caarrman. 
CHARLES BERWICK CURTIS, Esq., Derury Caataman, 
Edward Lennox Boyd, Esq. (Resi- | A. H. Macdougall, Esq. 





dent). F.C. Maitland, Esq. 
William Fairlie, Esq. — Railton, tn 
D. Q. Henriques, Esq. ~ Toon » F.S.A. 
J. G. Henriques, Esq. Eat 
Marcus H. Johnson, Esq. 





ScreRion ACCOMMODATION AFFORDED BY Tuts ComPANY. 
This Company offers the security of a large paid-up capital, held in 


shares by a numerous and beapecer Be ma thus protecting the as- 
sured from the risk attending mutaal offices. 


There have been three divisions of profits, the bonuses averaging nearly 





Wright. William, Stamford-hill, Tottenham, Middlesex, Schooliaster. 
wales 21. London, March 10 at 1. Sol Tippets, 2 Size-lane. 
Edward, 9 Church-rd, Barking, Essex, Journeyman Baker. Pet 
"he 18, London, March 11 atl, Sol Bannister, 12 Clement’s-lane. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Faiay, Feb. 21, 1862. 


Claxton, William Richards, Liverpool, Auctioneer. Keb 10. 








Ee epcicry, ta REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
—— 10, Lancaster-place, Strand, - Persons desirous of dis- 
ersionary Property, Life Interests, and Life Policies of Assur - 
ance, a stens a 80 at werery A Office to any extent, and for the full value, without 

” the ae expense, and unce! y of an Auction, 


uuu ie tear be obtained at the Office as above. ~ alia 
Mees Seotery. Globe Insurance, Cornhill 


JOHN CLAYTON 
fF. 8. CLAYTON,” } Joins Secretaries. 





phy cent. per annum on the sums assured from the commencement ot 
the pany. 
Sum Assured, Bonuses added. Payable at death, 
£5,000 £1,987 10 £6,987 10 
— 379 10 1,397 10 
39 °«15 139 «15 


To assure ne payable at death, a person aged 21 pays £2 2s. 4d. per 
annum; but as the profits have averaged nearly 2 per cent per annum, 
the additions, in many cases, have been almost as much as the premiums 

Loans granted on approved real or.personal security. 

Invalid Lives. Parties not in a sound state of health may be insured at 
equitable rates. 

c Nocharge for Volunteer Military Corps while serving in the >: aa 
ingdom. 

The funds or property of the yoy meat ep ee 1861. amounted 
to £730,665 7s. 10d., invesied in other approved secu- 
rities, 

Prospectuses and every information afforded on application to 

E. L. BOYD, Resident Director. 
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To Landowners, the Clergy, Solicitors, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c. 

one LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY is 
incorporated by special Act of Parliament for England, Wales, and 

Scotland. Under the Company’s Acts, tenants for life, trustees, mort- 

gagees in possession, incumbents oflivings, bodies corporate, certainlessees 

and other landowners, are empowered to charge the inheritance with the 

cost of eo ea , whether the money be borrowed from the Company 

ef advanced by the landowner out of his own funds. 

The Company advance money, unlimited in amount, for works oflan- 
mprovement, the loans and incidental expenses being liquidated by arent- 
charge for a specified term of years. 

Noinvestigation of title is required, and the Company, being of astrictly 
eommercial character,do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
works, which are controlled only by the Enclosure Commissioners. 

The improvements authorised comprise drainage, irrigation, warpin& 
embanking, enclosing, clearing, reclaiming, planting, erecting, and im~- 
proving farm-houses,and buildings for farm purposes, farm roads, jetties 
steam-engines, water-wheels, tanks, pipes .&c. 

Owners in feemay effect improvements on their estates without incurrin 
the expense and personal responsibilities incident to mortgages, and with 
eut regard.to the amount of existing incumbrances. Proprietors ma 
aPPly jointly for the execution of improvements mutually beneficial, such 
a8 4 common outfall, roads through the district, water-power, &e. 

For further information, and for forms of application, apply to the 
Hon. Witu1am Narier, Managing Director, 2, Old Palace-yard, West- 
minster. 


AW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, FLEET- 
STREET, LONDON.—Established 1823. 

The invested Assets of this Society exceed FIVE MILLIONS STER- 
LING; its Annual Income is FOUR HUNDRED AND NINETY-FIVE 
THOUSAND POUNDS. 

Up to 31st December, 1861, the Society had paid in peers upon death 

—Sums Assured - -£4,329,378 


1,115,298 

£5,444,676 

The Profits are divided every fifth year. All participating Policies 

effected during the present year will, if in force beyond 3ist December, 
1864, share in the Profits to be divided up to that date. 

At the Divisions of Profits hitherto made, Reversionary Bonuses exceed- 

— THREE AND A HALF MILLIONS have been added to the several 


. Forms of Proposal, and Statements of Accounts, af be 
had on application to the Actuary, at the Office, Fleet-street, London. 
WILLIAM SAMUEL DOWNES, Actuary. 





February, 1862. 


OR SALE.—A compact FREEHOLD ESTATE 
in South Kent, comprising nearly 100 acres of fine marsh land in 
excellent order. It is let on lease for about seven years to a highly re- 
spectable tenant, at the low net rental of £260, the tenant paying all 
charges of every description. 
For terms, &c., 5 om Messrs. Meyrick & Gedge, Solicitors, 4, Storeys- 
gate, W 





DVERTISEMENTS for HEIRS, NEXT oF 
KIN, LEGATEES, &c. (for above One Hundred Years past to 

resent time), are regularly registered by SAMUEL DEACON, GENE. 
ADVERTISING AGENT, PUBLIC NEWS ROOMS, 154, LEADEN- 
HALL-STREET, LONDON. ‘Removed from 3, Walbrook. —Established 
1822. Charge for Search, 2s. 6d.; and if the Advertisement is found, a 
correct copy, with reference and date, may be had, agreeably to the fol 
lowing charge :— 

If advertised within 3 yrs. £1 0 0 | If advertised above 10 yrs. £3 0 0 

” above 3 yrs. 200 * above 20 yrs. 400 
2s. 84. must be remitted in postage stamps from the Country. Wilis 
inspected at Doctors’ Commons. The Unclaimed Dividend Books may be 
seen, on payment of One Shilling. 

Ompers and ADvERT'™sEMENTs received for Tak GazeTTE, and every 
London, Provincial, Colonial, and Foreign Newspaper, &c.—The Lonpon 
Papers, and those from every County, are regularly received and filed ; 
also Melbourne, Sydney, Adelaide, New York, Canada, Cape, Ceylon, East 
and West India, French, German, &c. 








TYLER AND COMPANY, 
(Late Goopcnar, Trier, & Co.) 
ACCOUNTANTS, 
13,GRESHAM STREET, E.C. 


During a practice of twenty years, T. & Co. have had great experience 
in ath win Se up Joint Stock Companies in Chancery; the investigation of 
and disputed os the liquidation of estates under deeds of 

and composition ; and the audit of the accounts ot 





— ig 
The management of estates under the New Bankruptcy Act under- 
taken. Terms moderate. 


AMPTULICON OR ELASTIC FLOOR CLOTH, 
as made by way e & BOYCE, the Original Patentees, and laid ex- 
them at the Houses of Parliamert, and 





GOUGH & BOYCE, 12, Bush- _ — London. Forwarded 
to all parts of the Country. 





OHN GOSNELL & CO., PERFUMERS ro rae 


QUEEN, beg to recommend the following Fashionable and Superior © 
Pan Lay TOILET to the especial notice of all purchasers of Choice 
P 


John Gosnell & Co.’s JOCKEY CLUB PERFUME, in universal re. © 


quest as the most admired perfume for the handkerchief, price 2s. 6d. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE PERFUME—a most delicate per 
fume of exquisite Gaguemne. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s GARIBALDI BOUQUET—a most choice and 
fashionable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s RUSSIAN LEATHER PERFUME—a very fashion. 
able and agreeable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s BALL-ROOM COMPANION or FOUNTAIN PER. 
FUMES. Elegant Novelties, in the form of Portable Handkerchief Per. ~ 
fumes in a neat case, which emits on pressure a jet of most refreshing © 
perfume. Price Is. and 1s. 6d. each. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE POMADE—elegantly 


and Ln ad recommended for beautifying and promoting the crowin ail 


Jonn "Gosnell & Co.'s GOLDEN OIL—Motlline—Macassar Oil—Bears’ 

rease, &c., for the Hair. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s CHERRY TOOTH PASTE is greatly superior th 
any Tocth Powder, gives the Teeth a pearl-like whiteness, protects 
enamel frem decay, and imparts a pleasing fragrance to the breath. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s AMBROSIAL SHAVING CREAM, 1s. and Is. = 
n pots; also, in compressible tubes, for the convenience ‘of persons tra- 
velling, price 1s, 

John Gosnell and Co.’s INSTANTANEOUS HAIR DYE—The only | 


We 


< 


Hair Dye which produces a good natural colour with perfect certainty, 


and with the least possible trouble. 
Manufactory, 12, Three King-court, Lombard-street, London. 





4 
i 
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(KHEDDAR LOAF CHEESE, 6}d., 74d. and 044. 


per Ib 
Ripe Stilton, 7d. to 1s. per Ib. 
Small Dantzic Tongues, 3s. 6d. per half dozen. 
Prime Ox ditto, 2s. 3d. each, or three for 6s. 6d. 


Osborne’s Peat-smoked Breakfast Bacon is now in excellent cure, and — 


Butters in perfection, at reasonable rates; other first-class 
equally moderate ; packages gratis. 
OSBORNE’S CHEESE WAREHOUSE, 
Osborne House, 30, Ludgate-hill, near St. Paul’s, E.C. 


GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH, 


USED IN THE ROYAL LAUNDRY. 
HE 
T EXCLUSIVELY USED IN THE ROYAL LAUNDRY. 
And Her Masesty’s Launpress says, that although she has tried 
WaeaTen, Rick, AND OTHER PowDER STARCHES, 
she has found none of them equal to the GLENFIELD, which is 
THE FINEST STARCH SHE EVER USED. 





WHEN YOU ASK FOR 
GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH, 
See that you get it, as inferior kinds are often substituted. 
WOTHERSPOON & Co., GLascow AND LonDon. 


(ONS SULTING ENGINEER. ill OHN IMRAY, © 
M.A., author of a Treatise on Practical Mechanics and the Steam 


Engine. Advice on Patents, Inspection and Valuation of Machinery, Ar- © 


bitrations, &c. 
Address, 65, Bridge-road, Lambeth, S. 





A EBION SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, has q 


removed to his New Premises, 114, High Holborn, seven doors 
east of King-street, where he respectfully solicits an inspection of his new 
and well-selected stock. 


OAL. — The 





ing to the i Mr. JAMES JENNINGS, 7 York-road, King’s-cross 
Station, N. Coke, 15s. 


(CONSUMPTION and other diseases characterized by 
a rapid circulation of the blood cannot be cured or even alleviated — 





until the pulse is reduced. 
OZONIZED COD LIVER OIL, 
Brompton, London. See Royal 
actions, Vol. 42, “tenets a July 9, 1859; 
August 1, 1859, 

only by G, Dee Sole Licensee, 21, Little Moorfields, — 
London. Sold in 2s, 6d,, 4s. 9d., and 9s, Bottles, by all Druggists. 


niceties eer 


OLLOWAY’S» OINTMEN T AND PILLS.— 
d EXCESSIVE INFANT MORTALITY.—The unusually large 
number of deaths occuring daily from scarlatina, a 
bronchitis, inflammation of the lungs, and other diseases of 
may be diminished by the cctv application of Holloway’s medicaments, 
which may be safely er 7 used by every mother or nurse. The 
ointment should be rubbed at least twice a day upon — as near 86 
possible to the seat of disease, while the pany in nS ponpes: haane are adminis- 
tered internally, either in syrup, hon in. water ; alee this 
treatment a change for the better ‘oan be , the 
will be less severe, the aad less distressing, and many anxious 
spared to doting parents. 


as —_— at the Hospital for Consum 
and Society's 
Pharmaceutical Journty | 


LADIES are respectfully informed that this Srarca io 


GUINEA COAL COMPANY'S © 
WALLLENDS all the year round, can only be obtained by address- — 


This can only be accomplished by the use of — 





